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Current Topics. 


The King’s Bench Division Report, 

We print elsewhere the summary of recommendations which 
the members of the Comm‘ssion on Delay in the King’s Bench 
Division have appended to their report. It is smgular that 
the report appears at a time when that division seems to be 
fairly abreast of its work; but it is probable that the delays 
which have been so marked in the past will recur in the 
future unless some rearrangguent of work is effected, and the 
interest of the report is not diminished by the fact that the 
need for change is less pressing than it was when the Commis- 
sion was appointed Many of the recommendations are 
concerned with details of London and circuit work which we 
need not at present consider. As to London work, it is proposed 
that definite lists of each class of work should be issued at 
the beginning of each sitting, with the names of the judges to 
whom the work is allotted. This will ensure continuity in the 
disposal of the business, and also will place upon the selected 
judges the responsibility of dealing with their lists. The work 
on circuit will be simplified by the abolition of the grand jury— 
an institution which, we imagine, has ceased to serve any useful 
purpose; and the difficulty about sending quarter session cases 
to assizes will be met by the holding of sessions just before each 
assize. And provisions, too, are suggested for omitting assizes 
at towns where there is very little business to be done, and 
transferring the business to another town. 


The Long Vacation and Saturday Sittings. 

THE RECOMMENDATIONS with respect to the Long Vacation 
embody the proposal which has frequently been advocated for re- 
ducing the vacation to two months, from August 1 to October 1; 
the offices of the Supreme Court (including Judges’ Chambers) to 
be open for the transaction of every kind of business up to 
August 10, and to be reopened at least 12 days before October 1. 
And it is recommended that arrangements should be made for 
hearing short causes, and also pressing cases, including Divisional 
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Court work, in the vacation. Proceedings relating to the assess- 
ment or recovery of death duties are to be transferred to the 
Chancery Division, and the Commission refer to the necessity 
of introducing a simple procedure for revenue cases—e.g., by 
originating summons—but they consider it outside the terms 
of their reference to deal with the subject. They do not recom- 
mend the adoption of the free Saturday in the King’s Bench 
Division. The practice of the Commercial Court to omit Saturday 
and sit an extra half-hour on other days, they would leave un- 
touched ; but for the rest of the division Saturday should be a 
working day. This is a timely protest against the week-end 
habit. As to the number of judges, the Commission recommend 
that this should be maintained at 18 for a sufficient time— 
¢.g., two years—for the effect of the recommendations on business 
to be tested, and that 72 should be the age of retirement, save in 
special cases. Altogether the report is a business-like production, 
and evinces a real desire to remove the causes which in the past 
have made the conduct of business unsatisfactory, 





The Bar Council’s Annual Statement. 


ALTHOUGH the British constitution bas been very largely the 
creation of lawyers such as Sir EDWARD COKE, JOHN SELDEN, 
and JOHN PyM, yet there is no legal recognition in it of lawyers 
as a special class entitled to greater weight than their fellows in 
the drafting or amendment of legis)ation. Doubtless this is due 
to that healthy distrust of the expert and bureaucrat which leads 
all democracies to keep the official and the specialist in their proper 


place—one of subordination to the elected legisiators and adminis- 
trators. But notwithstanding the absence of any special privilege 


in the initiation or revision of laws it remains true that the legal 
profession hasa great deal to say as to the shape which non-partisan 
legislation actually takes. The opinion of judges expressed ex 
cathedra on the bench bas oftentimes led to tbe abolition of anti- 
quated anomalies ; perhaps the most celebrated instance of this is 
the introduction of a Divorce Court in consequence of Mr. Justice 
MAULE’s famous exposure of the inequality between rich and poor, 
which the old system of Divorce by Private Bills inevitably 
created, The Bar, too, has influenced the action of Parliament 
by the criticisms and recommendations which from time to time 
the Bar Council has made upon Bills before either House. And the 
Law Society has taken an even greater share of late years in 
this important advisory werk: for example, the Married 
Women’s Property Act of 1907 resulted from its desire to 
avoid certain inconvenient results of the principal Act. For 
some years p'st it has become the practice of the Bar Council 
to consider all Bills before Parliament which seem specially 
interesting to lawyers and to bring before the proper parties 
the views thereon at which they have arrived. This year, we 
see from the Annual Statement just issued by the Bar Council, 


that nine legislative bills and four sets of draft rules were so | 


considered by the Council—namely, the Real Property, Con- 
veyancing, Bankiuptey, Appellate Jurisdiction, Forgery, Legal 
Profession (Admission of Women), Mental Deficiency, Public 
Rights of Way, and Plural Voting Bills, as well as the new 
Supreme Court Rules, Jn forma pauperis Rules, National 
Insurance Rules, and Trade Union Rules. In the case of the 
Bankruptcy Bill numerous amendments were suggested by the 
Council, most of which were accepted by the Legislature and are 
incorporated in the new Bankruptey Act. 


Projects of Legal Reform 


But THE Bar Council does not confine its capacity for 
rendering expert assistance to the mere criticism or amendment 
of Bills. It has gradually been growing bolder, and in its 
p’ esent report mentions various cases in which it has considered 


and expressed an opinion as to the desirability of initiating | 


legislation on matters not yet touched by Parliament. One of 
these cases is very instructive. Under the Common Law where 
a prisoner was indicted for felony, and the jury thought that 
he was guilty merely of some lesser offence which was a mis- 
demeanor, they had no power to say so by their verdict 
They must either convict of the felony or acquit. One or two 
tentative alterations of this rule were made by the Criminal 
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Procedure Act of 1851; thus, where a person is accused of felony 
he may be convicted of attempted felony (which is a misce- 
meanour only), and where he is indicted for felonious wounding 
he may be convicted of wnlawful wounding or a mere assault 
(ihid., ss. 9and 19). But the general rule remains unaltered, 
with the result that indictments are multiplied and time: is 
wasted. And even in the cases mentioned the prisoner is not 
allowed to plead guilty of the minor offence ; the case must be 
tried out and a verdict found by the jury. So absurd is this 
result in a plain case where the prisoner offers a plea of guilty to 
the misdemeanour, that some judges in daring disregard of the 
law allow the plea to be accepted—thereby entering a conviction 
which is legally void. The Bar Council condemn this and 
suggest that the law should be amended so as to let a prisoner 
plead guilty of any offence for which on the indictment he could 
be convicted. This seems obvious common sense. It is worth 
while pointing out how the Bar Council came to take this 
novel, but useful, step of suggesting a piece of detailed legal 
reform. A member of the Bar wrote inviting their opinion on 
this and another amendment of Criminal Procedure; the 
Council discussed both points and made the recommendation we 
have mentioned to the Home Secretary, who has promised it 
“careful consideration.” Another novel departure of the Bar 
Council, we believe, was the sending of Mr. SALTER, K.C., as its 
representative at the International Maritime Conference last 
year, and the receipt of a report from him as to its proceedings. 
All this shews that the Bar Council is gradually ceasing 
to be a mere professional trade union and broadening into a 
representative assembly of jurists. 


Counsel’s Fees. 


THE chief feature of the Bar Council’s report remains, how- 
ever, its pronouncement upon the various unsettled questions of 
legal etiquette submitted to it during the year. Some interest- 
ing minor points raised by members of the Bar may be 
mentioned briefly. Thus, woere “A” (a member of the Bar) 
held a general retainer on behalf of a mutual insurance club 
which insures its members’ steam trawlers, and was instructed 
by a firm of solicitors (who knew of the retainer) to settle 
pleadings in an action against the owner of one of the trawlers, 
the Council held that “A” (of course, upon receiving a proper 
tee and in the absence of special circumstances) was bound to 
accept the instructions—his reiainer had nothing to do with 
any individual member of the club. Again, a barrister who is 
a company director wished to know whether he ought to accept, 
through a solicitor, a brief on behalf of bis company: the 
council held that such a course was undesirable. And an 
attempt,on the part of the Herts and Essex Sessions Bar Mess 
to declare Satfron Walden Borough Sessions a _ closed 
sessions merely because it is situated in the county of 


| Essex was defeated before the Council; the broad view was re- 


affirmed that every court is prima face open to all members of 
the Bar unless it is shown conclusively that by settled custom 
it has become “ closed” and converted intoa monopoly. But the 
biggest question that came up related to the vexed problem of 
counsel’s fees—raised by the Law Society. The Bar, as we all 
know, has hitherto insisted upon junior counsel receiving a 
“ proportionate ” fee, i.¢., two-thirds or three-fifths of that marked 
on the leader’s brief ; whereas to the Law Society this seems 
burdensome and indefensible on principle. In substance, we 
are glad to see the Bar Council has accepted the via media 


| which was suggested in this column, although on one point it 


stands out for the old practice. That via media is the general 
adoption of the “special fee” system when a leader is brought 
it with a “fancy” fee. In such cases his fee should be split 
into two parts, namely, the ordinary fee obtained by other 
leaders and a ‘special fee ” ; only the former should be used as 
the basis tor calculating the junior proportional fee. In the 
case of (1) Chancery “ specials,” (2) common law leaders who 


| accept a brief in another court at a “special” fee, and (3) a 


second leader c»lled in where anotker is already employed, the 
Bar Council accepts this principle. But it still refuses to accept 
it in the commoner case of a King’s Bench action m which the 
leader who receives a “fancy” fee has only one junior. We 











sid 
tai 
rc 
Ma 
int 
it 
der 


not 


the 
evi 
the 


is 
Ap 
Cnt 
pul 
bre 
pro 
mat 
mal 
evel 
thei 
wou 
his 

mar 
But 
bre: 
the 


pric 
beer 
a hi, 
give 
refe! 
in { 
appl 


for f 
Sein 
follo 
his s 
hand 
on a 
bya 
and | 
polic 
the ¢ 
follo 
in t 
the 


theft 
brou 
descr 
of th 
he w 
short 











rf 


al 
ht 
lit 
er 
as 
he 


ho 


he 
pt 











Dec. 20, 1913. 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. 


[Vol.-58.] 149 








hope that in course of time the “ special fee ” eirenicon will be 
‘accepte t by the Council in this case also ; we have no doubt that 
the Law Society would assent to such a compromise. 


A ‘* Fair Market Price.’’ 


IT HAPPENS not infrequently that the most revolutionary 
and sweeping of legal statements are those which, to the plain 
man in the street, seem mere obvious truisms. Thus five and 
thirty years ago, in construing a covenant conferring a right 
of wayleave contained in a lease, Sir GEORGE JESSEL commenced 
his judgment with the seeming platitude: “In construing all 
instruments you must know what the facts were when the 
azreement was entered into” (Cannon v. Villars, 1878, 8 Ch 
D, at p. 419). Certainly, says the plain man; yet by con- 
sidering the “surrounding circumstances,” in order to ascer- 
tain the meaning intended by the parties to be put on some 
provision in a legal document which was not a will, the famous 
Master of the Rolls was in reality making a bold and _ brilliant 
innovation. For to the common lawyer of halt-a-century ago 
it would have seemed clear enough that a contract must, be 
decided in accordance with what the parties have said, and 
not in accordance with what they may have intended to say. 
By looking at the “ surrounding circumstances” to see what 
the parties meant, one is in effect accepting circumstantial 
evidence to explain their real intentions and so to overrule 
their expressed intentions. Now, the reluctance of our 
courts to take this bold course of Sir GrorGEe JESSEL 
is well illustrated by a recent de-ision of the Court of 
Appeal, which has just been overruled by the House of Lords : 
Cnarrington & Co. (Limited) v. Wooder (reported elsewhere). A 
publican occupied a “ tied-house” under a lease from a firm of 
brewers, in which he covenanted to buy his beer from them 
provided they were able and willing to supply it “at the fair 
market price.” Now \it is elementary political economy that a 
market price is the price obtained in an open market in which 
every buyer is free to purchase from any seller he pleases ; and, 
therefore, on the plain meaning of the words in the covenant, it 
would seem that “the fair market price” means the price which 
his beer would cost the purchaser if be bought it in the open 
market—in other words, a competitive and not a monopoly-price. 
But this interpretation stultifies the whole agreement between 
brewer and tenant. All the world knows that tied houses are 
the result of an attempt on the part of brewers to get a quavi- 
monopoly for the sale of their beer, and hence a monopoly- 
price. Such brewers have, in fact, two market-prices for their 
beer, a lower competitive one which a “free” publican pays, and 
a higher monopoly-price which a “ tied ” house must be prepared to 
give. Tois latter market-price is the one to which the covenant 
refers, and it must be determined by the evidence of persons 
in the trade. This view, the House of Lords took, and so 
applied Sir GzorGE JEsSEL’s dictum in a novel and striking way 


A French Action for False Imprisonment. 


THE FRENCH courts, like our own, are familiar with actions 
for false imprisonment. The Fifth Chamber of the Tribunal of 
Seine was recently occupied with a claim for damages under the 
following circumstances. A grocer, while transacting business in 
his shop, saw, or thought he saw, a smartly-dressed individual lay 
hands upon a leather travelling bag which was exposed for sale 
on adjoining premises. He at once started in pursuit, followed 
by a bystander who had the same impression of what had occurred, 
and after the person suspected had entered a café, he informed two 
police officers of what he had seen. These officers entered 
the café, and, finding the bag close to the person who had been 
followed, took him into custody. The charge was preferred 
in the criminal court, but was not allowed to proceed, 
the court not thinking the evidence sufficient to make it 
reasonably probable that there would be a conviction for 
theft. An action by the person charged was subsequently 
brought against the public-spirited shopkeeper. The plaintiff 
describei himself as a professor of French literature and 
of the Spanish lauguage, but it appeared during the inquiry that 
he was not unknown to the police, and had already undergone a 
short term of imprisonment. The court disposed of the action 








without the assistance of a jury. They referred to article 30 of 
the Code of Criminal Instruction, by which it is the duty of any 
person who witnesses any wrongful interference with the property 
of another to give notice to the police, and held that there could 
be no cause of action in respect of any such notice unless it was 
given maliciously or with culpable carelessness. The conduct of 
the defendant was not of this description, it was wholly 
disinterested ; and the order stopping the prosecution did not 
conclusively establish the innocence of the plaintiff, who might, 
on furiher evidence, be again charged with the same offence. 
The action was dismissed with costs, but we are not sure that 
om same result would in this country have followed on a trial 
y jury. 


Distress upon Fixtures. 


THE Law of Distress Amendment Act, 1908, has been described 
by Mr. Justice DARLING as one of the most confusing statutes ever 
drafted ; and certainly its peculiar arrangement does not facilitate 
a rapid and easy understanding of its provisions by the certifi- 
cated bailiffs who have toact upon it. The object of the statute is 
not clear ; some lawyers versed in its subject matter regard it as 
intended merely to extend to under-tenants and strangers the 
benefits afforded by the Lodgers’ Goods Protection Act, 1871 ; 
while others read into it an intent to place distress for rent upon 
practically the same footing as an execution—namely, that only 
the tenant’s own goods can be seized, subject to various exceptions 
set out here and there in the Act. Whichever view be the right 
one, the statute as drafted is not apt to express either, and its 
complicated arrangement of wheels within wheels, exceptions 
within exceptions, has led to much litigation which a simple 
arranyement would have avoided. Particularly misleading has 
proved the provision in section 4, that goods comprised (inter ala) 
in a hire-purchase agreement made by the tenant are not to be 
protected from distress under the Act. This naturally leads 
landlords, bailiffs, and the lawyers who advise them to assume 
that, once goods are shewn to be comprised within such a hire- 
purchase agreement, they can safely be seized. The exception, 
however, only excludes from the special protection accorded 
to strangers by the Act goods comprised in such an agreement 
which could otherwise have been seized ; it does not render 
liable to distress goods so comprised which, apart from the statute, 
were not distrainable. Thus, where the owner of certain machines 
entered into an agreement with the tenant, by which the latter 
hired them with an option to purchase, and the machines were 
in fact placed upon the premises so as to become fixtures, Mr. 
Justice Horripce held that the machines were not distrainable 
for rent: Becker v. Riebold and Others (Times, 2nd inst.). For 
fixtures are not distrainable at common law, and they do not 
lose their common law status by being comprised in a hire- 
purchase agreement. The vendor of the machines retains a right 
to sever them and seize them on breach of conditions in the 
contract of hire-purchase, which gives him,some kind of equitable 
interest in the fixtures, the nature of which was discussed by 
Lord, then Mr. Justice, PARKER in Re Samuel Allen (1907, 1 Ch. 
575), and has been considered in some recent cases relating to 
debentures which include fixtures; but this right to sever and 
remove does not deprive the fixtures of their common law pro- 
tection. Incidentally, another point was decided by Mr. Justice 
HorrinDGE in this case.- A landlord is only liable for the illegal 
distress, as opposed to irregular or excessive distress, of his 
bailiff if he either authorizes or ratifies it. Mere acceptance of 
the proceeds of sale without knowledge of the facts is not 
ratification : Freeman v. Rosher (18 L. J., Q. B. 340). But here 
the landlord adhered to the distress after the plaintiff's solicitor 
had pointed out to him that the goods were fixtures; this 
adherence, his lordship held, was a ratification. 


The Penalty of Inventiveness. 

WE BELIEVE that there is no branch of law which, within so 
small a compass, gives scope to so much logical depth and subtlety 
in the application of legal principles as is »fforded by the Work 
men’s Compensation Act of 1906. An interesting illustration of 
this is afforded by the decision of the House of Lords in Plumb 
(Pauper) v. Cobden Four Mills (Limited) (Times, 9th inst.), in 
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which Lord DunEpIN delivered the collective judgment of the | court of first instance were equally unanimous in coming to a 
House. A foreman employed at a mill was responsible for the | contrary decision when the case was before them. The essential 
stacking of sacks in bundles ; this work was done by hand in a | ratio decidendi of the “ Solio” case was that the word in contest 
room on his employer's premises. It so happened that along the | did not sufficiently suggest to the ordinary English hearer or 
ceiling of this room there ran a shaft which transmitted power | reader any clear connection with the Latin words sol or solum, 
to machines in other rooms, but in this room the shaft had no or with any word in the English language. 
pulleys and was not attached to any machine therein. While | This seems to be the key to be applied to the interpretation of 
upon the top of the stack receiving sacks handed up from the | the “invented word”—it must not suggest a known word too 
floor, the foreman got hold of an idea for an improvement | clearly. Tois is, of course, a rule that will be applied differently 
in the method of sta‘king bundles by hand—an interesting | by different minds to the same case. The difficulty of deciding 
instance of the doctrine, so much insisted upon by ADAM SmiTH | how far the contraction or alteration of a known word does in 
in his chapter on “ Division of Labour,” that mechanic] | fact suggest that word to the hearer or reader, is bound to give 
inventions usually result from the specialisation of one workman | rise to difference of opinion, both among litigants and among 
who has constantly to perform one task. He put a rope round | judges. The case of a mere contraction does not seem to 
the shaft, tied one end to a sack on the floor and pulled the | have arisen in any reported case in England yet. A recent 
other; the result of course was that each sack was easily | Australian case, bowever, furnishes an excellent illustrat‘on, 
raised by this primitive pulley, with a conseyuent saving | and should prove as interesting to the English trade-mark 
of labour. Unfortunately, while still in the experimental | practitioner as if decided in the English courts. 
stage, as usually happens, a flaw in the scheme occurred: the The case referred to was decided a few months ago, and the 
sacks attached to the rope were drawn too far, and stuck between | report has only just reached Lond n: see Schweppes (Limited) v. 
the ceiling and the shaft. To remedy this, t'e foreman cut | Z. Rowlands Proprietary (16 Commonwealth L. R. 170). The 
the rope; the bundle fell and in falling inflicted on him a] question before the High Conrt of Australia (on appeal from 
serious injury, Was he entitled to statutory compensation for | the Registrar of Trade-marks), was whether the word “ Sarilla” 
this as an injury caused by an “accident arising out of and in | could be registered as a trade-mark for “ mineral and ae:ated 
the course of his employment.” Now various tests have been | waters, including ginger-beer.” The Australian Trade-Marks 
adopted by the Court of Appeal and the House of Lords to| Act of 1905 is framed on the English Acts, and, as in the 
decide whether or not an accident arises “out of” the injured | “ Solio” and “ Uneeda” cases, it wa: objected that “ Sarilla” 
workman’s employment. In the first place, it must be “within | was not “an invented word.” The argument for the respon- 
the sphere of his employment” (Harding v. Brynddu Colliery | dents (applicants) was that “ Sarilla” was a newly coined word, 
(o., 1911, 2 K. B. 747). But this test. while sound and | not before in existence, and therefore “invented.” The argu 
convenient, said Lord DUNEDIN, is not exhaustive ; an act may | ment for the appellants (opponents) was that the word was 
be “ within the sphere of employment” and yet not arise out of | merely an abbreviation or contraction of “ sarsaparilla.” This 
it. Again, another test is this: the act must involve only risks | latter argument prevailed, and it was formally decided that 
which are “reasonably incidental to the employment” ; thus a | “Sarilla” could not be registered as a trade-mark for mineral 
workman who slides down a stair-rail to save himself from walking | waters, &c. But the equal balance of diverging juiicial 
downstairs is adding an ‘‘ unrea‘onable risk” to his employment | opinion was remarkable, The court consisted of four judges, 
(Parker v. Army and Navy Co-operative Society, (Limited) 1906, | and was equally divided, two for allowing the appeal, and two 
May 30th, C. A., unreported). Buth tests must be satisfied | for dismissing it. The Chief Justice was for allowing the 
by the applicant who seeks compensation (per CozENS-HaRDY, | appeal, and the decision of the court was therefore tbat the 
M.R., in Craike v. Wigan, 1909, 2 K. B. 635). Here the double | word “Sarilla” was not “an invented word,” and so not 
test, so Lord DUNEDIN held, was not satisfied by the applicant : registrable. 
the making of novel inventions and the experimentation in new The dissenting judges, equally with the two judges whose 
risks are not part of a foreman’s functions. Hence his claim | views decided the appeal, relied on the “Solio” case (Hastman 
Photographic Materials Co. v. Comptroller-General, supra), and the 
difference between the opposed opinions was simply that, whi'st 
" the word “ Sarilla” did suggest clearly Pays gros . *. a 
66 ” judicial minds, it did not have that effect on two other judicia 

Invented Words as ‘Trade- Marks. tate Whether a word is “ invented ” within the meaning of the 
In 1905 the Trade-Marks Act, 1905 (5 Edw. 7, e. 15) was Trade-Marks Act comes ultimately to being eo gene of fact, 
enacted, being an Act “to consolidate and amend” certain | to be decided according to the circumstances of each case. It 
portions of the Patents, Designs and Trade-Marks Acts, 1883 | seems impossible to doubt that, had this Australian case been 
and 1888. One of its provisions (section 9), by which a | before the English courts, the result would have been the same 
registrable trade-mark may consist of “an invented word or | —a sharp divergence of judicial opinion and a decision depending 
invented words,” is a re-enactment of a provision first introduced | on the accidental constitution of the court that heard the case. 
by the Act cf 1888, and the task of discovering what is meant | The only safe rule for the trade-mark practitioner, in these 
by an “invented” word bas proved a difficult one for the | “ invented word ” cases, is to feel no confidence in the registra- 
courts. The principles that should guide the investigator | bility of any newly coined word which could possibly suggest to 
called upon to decide whether a word is sufficiently “invented ” | any reasonable and intelligent Englishman that it had the mean- 
to serve as a registrable trade-mark, are laid down by the | ing of some word already forming part of the language. 
House of Lords in the “Solio” case (Eastman Photographic 
Materials v. Comptroller-General, 1898, A. C. 571), but it is easier Mr. Justice Bailhache, presiding on the 11th inst. at a socia! meeting 
to apprehend these principles than to apply them. of the Royal Courts of Justice and Legal Temperance Society, held in 
Une rule is that the word which claims to have been “ invented” the Ql Hal, Lincli's Lon, sald that if ansbody wanted, to be on 
must net be a mere mis-spelling of words already known. The | 4, had only been a judge for just over a year, and he thought he would 
‘“‘Uneeda ” case (In re “ Uneeda” Trade Mark, 1902, 1 Ch. 783) | be within the mark if he said that fully one-half of the criminal cases 
well illustrates this, where “ Uneeda” was held to be simply a | he had tried in his short time, whether of violence or otherwise, had 
mis-spelling of the words “ You need a,” and on that ground not | been due directly or indirectly to drink. For his own part he was for 


antitle Sapuntion s 66 tones ” ; aes ae many years what was known as a moderate drinker. But there came 
entitled to registration as an “inv ented word. This case can | . time when he was faced, es it ecemed to him, with the duty of setting 
hardly be said to be very near the line, and the decision of the 


‘ ; ; re an example to some people who were in the habit of drinking too much. 
Court of Appeal agreed with the decision of the court of first 








to compensation was rejected. 

















He determined to make a trial of total abstinence. That was seven or 
eight years ago, and he had not since taken alcohol in any shape or 


instance. The “Solio” case was, however, much nearer the ; = o> di a4 os nadine /+_~—— 
i si " iv judici ini orm. He was quite disposed to say that moderation was in 

line, as is shewn by the divergence of judicial opinion. Although respects a higher virtue than total abstinence. But when they con- 
sidered how people fell into the habit of drinking he thought it behoved 
all of them to set an example on this subject. 


the House of Lords was unanimous in holding that “ Solio” was 
an “invented word ” and so registrable, the Court of Appeal and 
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The Real Property and Conveyancing 
Bills. 


THE PrRopoOsED CHANGES IN REGISTRATION OF TITLE. 
VII. 


Rectification and Indemnity (continued). — We pointed out last 
week that the prop»sed provisions for rectification of the register 
allow rectification even as against a purchaser; but the under- 
lying principle is that the title of a registered proprietor who is 
in possession shall be maintained. This is in accordance with the 
policy of section 7 (2) of the Land Transfer Act, 1897, though 
that section was aimed at maintaining the actual possession, and 
not the possession only of the registered proprietor. But 
rectification requires that a person who is thereby deprived ot 
his registered estate shall receive compensation, and similarly, 
where the entry on the rezister is wrong, but is not rectified, the 
person who is thereby deprived of his unregistered estate requires 
compensation. The establishment of an insurance fund, and the 
right of an innocent person who has suffered loss by a dewling 
on the register, to receive compensation, are essential ‘incidents 
of a system of registration. The only question is how far the 
right of compensation is to be carried 

Hitherto the provisions for compensation have not been 
really effectual, and the present proposals do not, as far as we 
see, make any substantial improvement, though they doubtless 
make improvement in drafting ; that is, they make it clear that 
a person who, however innocently, gets on the register with no 
title at a'l shall receive no compensation if the register be 
rectified against him. Under the provisions of section 7 of th: 
Act of 1897, this was by no means clear, and the decision in 
Attorney General v. Odell (1906, 2 Ch. 47), that such was the 
effect of the section, came as a surprise to the profession. 

We do not propose to refer further to section 7, for its lead- 
ing clauses are to be repea'ed, and the important question is 
whether clause 72 of the Real Pioperty Bill which is to be 
substituted for it meets the requirements of the case. The 
material part of this is as follows :—, 

Clause 72. Sub-sections (1), (2), (3), and (4) of section seven 
of the Act cf 1897 are hereby repealed and the following 
provisions are substituted therefor :— 

(1) Subject to the provisions of the Acts to the contrary, 
any person suffering loss by reason of any rectification ot 
the register under the Acts shall be entitled to be 
indemnified : 

(2) Where an error or omission has occurred in the 
register, but the register is not rectified, then any person 
suffering loss by reason of such error or omission, shall, 
subject to the provisions of the Acts, be entitled to be 
indemnified ; 

(3) No indemnity shall be payable under the Acts in any 
of the following cases ;—- 

(ay Where the immediate disposition to the applicant 
(whether for valuable consideration or not) is void. 

(6) Where the applicant claims mediately (otherwise 
than under a disposition for valuable consideration) by 
virtue of a disposition which is void ; 

(c) Where the applicant has himself caused or sub- 
stantially contributed to the loss (whether arising by reason 
of any fraud, error, or omission) by his fraud, neglect or 
other default, or derives title (otherwise than under a 
disposition for valuable consideration which is registered or 
protected on the register) from a person so in default ; 

(zd) On account of any mines and minerals not being 
comprised in the registered title, or of the existence of any 
rights to work or get mines and minerals, unless a note is 
entered on the register that the mines and minerals are 
registered ; 

(e) On account of costs incurred in taking or defending 
any legal proceedings without the consent of the registrar : 


The opening paragraphs of this clause are excellent. They 
lay down the broad principle that a person who suffers loss, 
whether by rectification or non-rectification of the register, is to 
be entitied to compensation. Of course, in Attorney (encral 


because it was said that a person who loses by rectification a 
title which he had not really got suffers no los: ; and if the first 
two paragraphs stood alone, it would be neces‘ary to consider 
whether reliance cou'd be placed on the words being allowed 
their natural meaning, or whether it would be necessary further 
to define what is meant by “Irss.” It is needless, however, to 
anquire minutely into the language of paragraphs (1) and (2) ; 
for the next paragraph procerd: to intred' ce snch wide exceptions 
that we doubt whether very mu:h of valve is left. 

The main object of an insuratice fund is to guard against 
fraud. For that we need «nly refer to the policy of the Forged 
Transfers Acts, 18931 and 1892. The danger of loss from forged 
transfers of shares was so great that the legislature interfered 
in order to enable companies to fori an insurance fund out of 
which such losses could be made good. Experience shows that 
there is similar danger of loss in regard to transfer of land, 
and it is one of the leading arguments in favour of registration 
of title that it will save the persons having dealings in land 
from this risk. We are of course aware that the risk of loss is 
not only a risk arising from fraud, but also a risk arising from 
defects of title ; and it will doubtless be said that the registry 
justifies its existence if it avoids the risk arising from defects 
of title. We doubt the validity of this plea. The risk arising 
from def*cts of title in private conveyancing is extremely slight. 
The whole practice of conveyancing has been settled so as to 
eliminate this risk save in the rarest cases. The real risk is 
from fraud, and in particular from forged deeds, and itis exactly 
against this risk that the purchaser of land requires security. 

‘Hitherto, the insurance fund has saved itself from the burden 
of the results of forgery, at any rate when the claimant against 
the fund is the person who has acquired his interest immediately 
under the forged instrument. This result is based on the 
principle established by Gibbs v. Messer (1891, A. C. 248), that 
registration procured by means of a void transfer is itself a nullity, 
and that the transferee will be removed from the register without 
compensation. If he has succeeded in passing on the title to 
another transferee for value, the latter, however, is safe, and he 
either retains the land or gets compensation. He acquires his 
title under the register and a valid transfer. But a proprietor 
who purchases on the faith of the register, but do-s not obtain a 
valid trinsfer, is left without remedy. This result is affirmed 
by Attorney General v. Odell (supra), though inasmuch as that 
cecision depends on a minute examination of section 7 of the 
Act of 1897, it is not worth while to consider the reasoning of it. 

What is required in regard to any proposed changes of the 
insurance system is to examine the net result, and it seems to 
us that the crucial test is whether it protects only against de- 
fects of title and against fraud perpetrated in prior dealings with 
the land, or whether it protects an innocent registered proprietor 
who has got upon the register under a forged deed; and the 
system proposed by the Real Property Bill is confined to the 
former protection. Of course it is to the interest of the ‘Treasury 
to restrict the operation of the insufance fund as much as 
possible, and it may be that the risk of general insurance against 
fraud is one which the Treasury declines to take. But that is 
really a question between the Treasury and the Land Registry. 
As the Real Property Bill stands, the insurance fund does, we 
admit, cover some cases for which there may be no adequate 
remedy under private conveyancing ; but in regard to ordinary 
cases of fraud, conveyancing on the register and private convey- 
ancing will remain subject to the same risks, and the existence of 
the insurance fund will furnish no strong argument in favour of 
registration. Just when a proprietor, who has been the victim 
of a fraud, looks to it for assistance, it fails. One of the chief 
questions arising on this part of the Bills is whether an insur- 
ance fund of this nature is the best that registration has to 
offer. 

[Z'o be continued.] 








Judge Mackarness, at the Worthing County Court on Monday, 
addressing a lady who was wearing a cap fastened to her hair with a 
long pin, remarked as she was leaving the court : ‘‘If you walk about 
with a hatpin sticking out like that you will be up for murder some 
day. Take my advice and take it out.’’ The lady replied, ‘* Well, I 





Vv. Odell (supra) the words “suffer loss” were made ineffectual, 





must keep my cap on somehow,” 
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Reviews. 
Books of the Week. 


| Gambling.—The Law of Gambling, Civil and Criminal. | 
sy Warp Corpripee, M.A., and Cyrm V. Hawxsrorp, B.A., | 
Barristers at-Law. Second Edition. Ry Warp.,Cotpripcr, K.C.. | 
and Wittiam F. Sworps, B.A., LLB., B.Sc., Barrister-at-Law. 
Stevens & Sons (Limited). 12s. 6d. 

Bankruptcy.—The Bankruptcy and Deeds of Arrangement 
Act, 1913. Being a King’s Printer’s Copy thereof. With an Intro- 
duction, a Table of Statutes, and an Index. By A. Romer Mackii~ 
B.A., LL.B., Barristerat-Law. The Solicitors’ Law Stationery | 
Society (Limited). 2s. 6. net. : | 





Correspondence. | 
Second Mortgage of Leaseholds by Sub-demise— | 
Re ** Moore and Hulm’s Contract.” 

[7'o the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and W eekly Reporter.] 
_Sir,—I should be glad if some of your readers could give me their 
views on the effect of a somewhat recent case: Re Moore and 


Hulm’s Contract (1912, 2 Ch. 105). 
Shortly, the point decided was that it is not sufficient on payment 





off of a second mortgage of leasehold property created by sub-demise 
for a simple receipt for the mortgage money to be endorsed on the 
second mortgage, but that a surrender of the term must be made to 


clear the title. 

Mr. Justice Joyce in his judgment stated that if the lease | 
granted by the first inortgage had been terminated in any manner 
during the continuance of the second mortgage, the second mortgage 
would have been entitled to possession for the rest of the term 
created by his mortgage. 

am concerned for a second mortgagee of leasehold property 
created by sub-demise for the original term of the lease, less the last 
three days thereof. 

The first mortgage also appears to have been created by sub-demise. 
Subsequently the original first mortgagee “ A” was paid off during 
the continuance of the second mortgage, and a surrenaer of the term 
created by the first mortgage was made to the mortgagor “ B,” who 
thereupon mortgaged the property by sub-demise to another party 
“C.” “CC,” in fact, provided the moneys for payment off of the first 
mortgagee “A,” but the transaction was not carried out by way of 
transfer, and he, “C,” did not take an assignment of “ A’s” mortgage 
term. 

Does the second mortgagee here gain priority in respect of his 
mortgage term, which was created prior to the mortgage term to 
“CC”? “C” apparently had no notice of the second mortgage. The 
mortgagor “B” is in default and “C” is threatening to sell the 
property unless he is redeemed. SeconD MORTGAGEE. 

Dec. 16. 

[We may refer our correspondent to the articles on mortgages by 
demise in 56 Soricrrors’ JouRNAL, pp. 220, 249. As to the priorities, 
it looks as though “B” was in front of “C,” though the case is not 
free from difficulty.—Ep. S../.] 








CASES OF THE WEEK. 
House of Lords. 


CHARRINGTON & CO. (LIM.). v. WOODER. 3ist Oct. ; 3rd and 4th 
Nov. ; 10th Dee. 

LANDLORD AND TENANT—LICENSED Premises—Tiep Hovse—Lessex | 
Tiep So Lone as Lessors ‘‘SHatt se Wittine To Suppry Beer At | 
THE Farr Market Price’’—MEANING or Proviso 1n LEASE. 





By the terms of the lease of licensed premises the lessee covenanted 
that he would not during his tenancy buy or dispose of any beers other | 
than such as should have been purchased from the lessors, provided | 
that they were willing to supply the same to him ‘‘at the fair market | 
price. 

Held, that the “ fair market price” was the standard price at which | 
brewers supplied tied tenants, and was not the price at which a lessee 
if not tied by any covenant could buy beer of the same quality in the 
open market. ; 

Decision of Court of Appeal (29 7. I. R. 145), directing a new trial, 
set aside. 


Appeal by the plaintiffs, a firm of brewers, and cross-appeal by the 
defendant, their lessee, against an order of the Court of Appeal, direct- 











ing a new trial as to that part of the judgment which dismissed the 
defendant’s counter-claim. The action was brought to recover £298 
odd, the balance of the plaintiffs’ account for beers supplied the de- 
fendant, and at the trial (the defendant having admitted the delivery 
of the goods) Lord Alverstone, C.J., found there was no defence to the 
claim. The defendant, who was tenant of the ‘‘ Bay Malton” public- 
house, Great Portland-street, W., held under a sub-lease granted him 
by Messrs. Charrington, which contained a covenant that he should 
buy all the malt liquors brought upon or sold from the licensed premises 
from them, 6o long as the lessors ‘‘ shall be willing to supply the same 
at the fair market price.”” His defence to the action was that the 
rice charged him by his brewers, although the price usually charged to 
the tenant of a tied house. was not the ‘fair market price,’’ because 
he said that if he were a free-house tenant he could go into the market 
and buy the same quality of beer at a big discount off the price he was 
charged. He said, therefore, that he had overpaid more than suffi- 


| cient to meet the claim, and he asked for an account and a declaration 


that the ‘‘ fair market price ’’ was the price ruling in the open market, 
and not the standard price charged to tenants of tied houses. The 
jury found that there were two market prices, one for ‘‘ tied’ and one 
for ‘“‘free’’ houses, and that the defendant had been charged a fair 
market price as applying to a tied house. Judgment was therefore 
given on the counterclaim for the plaintiffs also.. The Court of Appeal 
(Buckley, L.J.. dissenting only on this point) held that there was no 
defence to the claim, but being unanimously of opinion that there had 
been misdirection on the question, ‘‘ What is the fair market price,” 
ordered a new trial. 

Tre Hovse took time for consideration. 

Lorp Harpane, C., gave judgment, allowing the appeal on the ground 
that the “fair market price”’ within the meaning of the covenant was 
the fair market price ruling in the tied house market—in other words, 
the price ordinarily charged by brewers to the tenants of tied houses. 
Accordingly he moved that the appeal should be allowed, and the cross- 
apneal for an account dismissed with costs. 

Lords ATKINson, Duneptn and KINNEAR gave judgment to the same 
effect. Order accordingly.—Counset, for the company, Sir Robert 
Finlay. K.C., Holman Gregory, K.C.. and McCardiz; for the respon- 
dent. Rawlinson. K.C., and Douglas Hogg. Sottcrrors, Loaley, Elam, 
& Gardner; 8. Tonkin. 

[Reported by ERSKINE REID, Barrister-at-Law.] 





Court of Appeal. 


EASTWOOD v. ASHTON. No. 1. 7th and 10th Nov. 

Venpor AND PurcHasER—Parcets—Conpit1on Necativinc ComPEN- 
PENSATION FOR Miuspescrietron—No Titte To Srrip or Lanp 
Corourep oN PraNn—FatsaeDEMONSTRATIO—CONSTRUCTION OF CON- 
VEYANCE. 

Held, upon the true construction of a conveyance to a purchaser, that 
a strip of land which had been acquired by adjoining owners by adverse 
possession under the Statutes of Limitation, but which had by mistake 
been included in the parcels expressed to be conveyed, as being coloured 
red upon the plan indorsed on the conveyance, did not pass to the 
gurchaser, the inclusion on the plan being rejected as falsa 
demonstratio. 

Decision of Sargant, J., reversed. 

Appeal from a decision of Sargant, J. (reported 57 Soricrtors’ Jour- 
wan, 533 / 1913, 2 Ch. 39), in an action for damages for breach of im- 
lied covenants for title in a conveyance by the defendant to the plain 
tiff, dated the 28th of June, 1911, by reason of the inclusion of a small 
stiip of lanl, about 100 feet by 36 feet, in the area marked upon the 
plan indorsed on the conveyance, and thereon coloured red, to which 
the plaintiff had no title. The property was sold by auction under 
conditions negativing compensation for misdescription, and was resold 
to the plaintiff by the purchaser. In the conveyance to the plain 
tiff the property was described as “‘all that farm... . called Bank 
Hey Farm, in the parish of Blackburn, in the county of Lancaster, and 
containing 84 acres 3 roods 4 perches or thereabouts, in the occupation 
as to part thereof by Thomas Haydock . . . . and as to the remainder 
thereof by Charles William Cartman, all which said premises are 
more particularly described on the plan endorsed on these presents, 
and are coloured red in such plan.” The disputed strip of land was 
bounded on the east by a piece of land belonging to one Chadwick, 
and on the west by the Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway; and 
Sargant, J., held upon the evidence, that a titie adverse to the de- 
fendant had been acquired by the railway company to the western 
half of the strip, and by Chadwick to the eastern half, by lapse of 


| time and undisputed possession. The learned judge held upon the con- 


etruction of the conveyance that the disputed strip was included in 
the parcels conveyed, and that a condition negativing the payment 
of compensation for any error, omission, or misdescription did not, 
after the execution of the conveyance, prevent the purchaser re- 


| covering damages against the vendor under the covenants for title im 


plied by his conveying as beneficial owner, and assessed the measure 
of damages as the difference in value between the land purported to 
be conveyed and the land which actually passed to the purchaser. 
He gave judgment for the plaintiff for £315, and the defendant 
apnealed. 

Tue Court (Cozens-Harpy, M.R., and Swinren Eapy and Pattt- 
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more, L.JJ.) allowed the appeal, holding. that, on the true construc- 
tion of the conveyance, the disputed strip was not included in the 
parcels, which were accurately and sufficiently describéd by reference 
to the measured area and the occupation of Haydock and Cartman, 
aml that the inclusion of The strip in the area colowed red on the plan 
was falsa demonstratio and ought to be rejected; and that being so, 
the remaining questions decided by Sargant, J., as to- the condition of 
sale, the effect of the implied statutory covenant in the case of the 
acquisition of an adverse title under the Statutes of Limitation, and 
the measure of damages, did not arise.—Counset, Grant, K.C., and 
GB. Rashleigh; Romer, K.C., and J. J. Methold. Soxicrtors, 
Witham, Roskell, Munster & Weld; Rawle, Johnstone, & Co., for 
Wilson, Eastwood, & Ramshottom, Blackburn. 
[Reported by H. Laxcrorp Lewis, Barrister-at-Law.] 


JOLLY v. BROWN AND OTHERS. No.2. 14th and 15th Oct.; 
24th Nov. 


LANDLORD AND TENANT-—FoRFEITURE—BREACH OF COVENANT—NOTICE OF 
Particutak BreacH—Svrriciency or Notice—CoNvEYANCING AND 
Law or Property Act, 1881 (44 & 45 Vicr. c. 41), s. 14 (1). 

In an action to recover possession of premises on the ground of breach 
of covenant by the lessee the schedule of dilapidations attached to the 
notice was headed: ‘‘ Schedule of dilapidations allowed to accrue in and 
about the properties known as Nos..35, 37, 39, 41, 43 and 45, Menotti- 
street, Bethnal Green,” and dealt with repairs alleged to be necessary 
under general headings, such as roofs, front and back, rooms and stair- 


cases generally, without (except in two or three instances) referring | . ’ : 1 
9 Ys I 97 9 | would be entitled to judgment, and none the less so because it was (if 


specifically to the different houses, and concluded; ‘‘ Well and substan- 
tially repair, maintain and put the premises and appurtenances in 
thoroughly good repair and condition, and note that the completion of 
the items mentioned in this schedule docs not excuse the execution of 
other repairs if found necessary.” The official referee upheld the defen- 
dant’s contention that, as the notice (1) did not allege any particular 
breaches ; (2) or if it did, it did not specify to which of the houses the 
respective breaches of covenant were to be referred ; and (3) by reason 
of the proviso that the completion of the items mentioned in the sche- 
dule should not excuse the execution of other necessary repairs, it was 
insufficient under section 14 of the Con on oa Act, 1881. The Divi- 


sional Court held that the notice was sufficient. The defendant 
appealed. 

The Court of Appeal (Vaughan Williams, L.J., dissenting) dismissed 
the appeal. 


Decision of Divisional Court (Avory and Lush, JJ.) 109 LZ. 7. R. 
210) affirmed. 

The plaintiff, who was the landlord of six houses, sued the defendant, 
the under-lessee of the premises in question, and the tenants or occu- 
piers of the premises, to recover possession of the demised premises on 
the ground of breach of covenant by the lessee. On the 21st of March, 
1912, the plaintiff served upon the defendant a notice with a schedule of 
dilapidations, specifying the breaches of the repairing covenants com- 
plained of, in purported accordance with the provisions of section 14 
(1) of the Act of 1881. The schedule of dilapidations attached to the 
notice was headed, ‘‘ Schedule of dilapidations allowed to accrue in and 
about the properties known as Nos. 35, 37, 39, 41, 43 and 45, Menotti- 
street, Bethnal Green,”’ and dealt with repairs alleged to be necessary 
under general headings, such as roofs, fronts and backs, rooms and 
staircases generally, without (except in two or three instances) referring 
specifically to the different houses. The notice concluded as follows : 
**Well and substantially repair, maintain and put the premises and 
appurtenances in thorough good repair and condition, and note that the 
completion of the items mentioned in this schedule does not excuse the 
execution of other repairs if found necessary.’’ The defendant said 








that the notice was bad because (1) it did not allege any particular 
breaches; (2) that, if it contained particulars of breaches, it did not 
specify to which of the houses the respective breaches of covenant were 
to be referred ; and (3) by reason of the proviso that the completion of 
the items mentioned in the schedule should not excuse the execution of 
other necessary repairs. The official referee held that the notice was in- 
sufficient. The Divisional Court held that the notice was sufficient to 
give the defendant the materials for ascertaining what breaches of 
covenant he was alleged to have committed with the view of remedying 
them, and that being the extent of the landlord’s liability under section 
14 of the Act of 1881, the notice was good. The defendant appealed. 
Cur. adv. vult. 

Vaucuan WiuttaMs, L.J., after stating the facts and reading «ection 
14, said it was obvious that the question turned on the sufficiency or 
insufficiency of the notice, which no doubt in a sense was a question 
of degree in each case, but really depended on the construction of that 
section. He agreed with what North. J., said in Fletcher v. Nokes | 
(1897, 1 Ch., at p. 274) ‘‘ That the notice ought to be so distinct as to 
«direct the attention of the tenant to the particular things of which the 
landlord complains, so that the tenant may have an opportunity of 
remedying them before an action to enforce a forfeiture is brought 
against him. See also per Collins, L.J., in Penton v. Barnett (1898, 
1Q. B., at p. 281) and per Kekewich, J., in Re Serle (1898, 1 Ch. 652). 
He did not think that the decision in Piggott v. Middlesex County 
auncil. (1909, 1 Ch. 134) really conflicted with these decisions. Ridley, 


J., in Matthews v. Usher (81 L, T. R. 845) held that a general list of 
repairs, such as ‘pointing, painting and reinstating 
necessary 


where 


these are my requirements,”’ was a sufficient notice. 


| In the present case the pleadings appeared not to coincide with the par- 
| ticular breaches complained of in the notice. When a tenant had to con- 
sider the quantum of compensation, the fact that the landlord had been 
too general and had not given sufficient particulars in the specification, 
must necessarily hamper him in offering compensation in money for the 
breach. For these reasons he was of opinion that the appeal should be 
allowed. 

+ Bucxtey, L.J., was of opinion that the appeal should be dismissed. 
The Act provided that a right of re-entry or forfeiture of a covenant 
in a lease shall not be enforceable unless the lessor serves on the lessee 
a notice specifying the particular breach complained of, and if the 
breach is capable of remedy, requiring the Jessee to remedy the breach. 
In that sentence ‘‘ breach complained of ’’ referred to the earlier words 
of the section—breach of a covenant in the lease of which the lessor 
complained. He must specify the particular breach of the covenant in 
question. It would not be sufficient to give the tenant notice that he had 
broken the covenant to repair. But the lessor was not bound to go on 
and say the broken windows were situate at such-and-such places, or the 
repair which the roof required was to replace so manv tiles or slates 
found in such-and-such a place, or slates found in such-and-such posi- 
tions. It must call the tenant’s attention to the particular condition of 
the premises which was alleged to be defective, but it need not identify 
every defect. Reading the notice in the light of these observations, it 
was a valid and sufficient notice under the Act. The action must go 
on, with the result that if the leesor, when the evidence wes adduced, 
satisfied the tribunal that the particular breaches complained of in the 
notice had been committed, and had not been remedied by the lessee, he 





it was) the fact that by his particulars in the action he had gone beyond 
the particular breaches complained of in his notice 
Kennepy, L.J., read a judgment agreeing with Buckley, L.J., and by 
a majority the appeal was dismissed.—Counser, for the appellant, 
Pollock, K.C.. and McCurdie : for the respondent, 7arman and W. de 
B. Herbert. Soricrrons, A. Rubinstein; Lysett d Sons. 
[Reported by Ersxrxg Rerp, Barrister-at-Law.] 


BEBB v. THE LAW SOCIETY. No. 1. %h and 10th Dee. 


Soricrror—Woman—Ricut To pe Apuirrep TO EXAMINATION—PUuBLIC 
Orrice—Common Law DisQuaALiricatTion—So.Licirors AND ATTORNEYS 
Acr, 1843 (6 & 7 Vict. c. 73), s3. 2, 3, 48.—Sorictrors Act, 1888 (51 
& 52 Vicr. c. 65), s. 10. 

4 woman is not a person within the meaning of section 48 of the 
Solicitors and Attorneys Act, 1843, and is disqualified by sex from 
being admitted to the preliminary examination for the purpose of 
qualifying as a solicitor. 


Appeal of the plaintiff. Miss Gwyneth Marjorie Bebb, from a decision 
of Joyce, J. (reported 57 Soricrrors’ Journar, 664), dismissing an action 
brought by her in which she eought a declaration that she was a 
**person’”’ within the meaning of the Solicitors and Attorneys Act, 
1843, and the amending Acts, and that as such she was entitled to be 
admitted to the preliminary examination held by the Law Society 
under such Acte, and for a mandamus to require the society to admit 
her, or in the alternative an injunction to restrain the society from 
refusing to admit her. The society refused on the ground of disqualifi 
vation of sex. The material statutes are fully set forth in the report 
in the court below. Sections 2 and 3 of the Solicitors Act, 1843, state 
the necessary conditions of qualification upon which ‘ persons’? may 
act as attorneys or solicitors; section 35 imposes penalties on unquali- 
fied practitioners; and by section 48, in the construction of the Act. 
‘‘every word importing the masculine gender shall extend and be applied 
to a female as well asa male.’’ The Solicitors Act, 1888, s. 10, provides 
for the admission of persons who have qualified as solicitors by the 
Master of the Rolls. The arguments of cotinsel were substantially the 
same as in the court below, and the following, among other authori- 
ties were referred to: FR. v. Stubbs (2 Term. Rep. 395). Olive v. Ingram 
(7 Mod. 273), Chorlton v. Lings (L. R. 4 C. P. 374), Hurat’s case 
(Siderfin, 94), Beresford-Hope v. Sandhurst (23 QO. B. D. 79), Hall v. 
Incorporated Society of Law Agents (3 Fraser, 1059), 1 Co. Lit., sections 
66. 196, Bracton’s Note-book (ed. Maitland, Selden Society, vol. 2, p. 
542), Mirror of Justices, bk. 2, chap. 31. 

Tue Court dismissed the appeal. 

Cozens-Harpy, M.R.-—-Thie appeal raises a very important point as 
to the right of a woman to be admitted to the profession of a solicitor. 
The plaintiff seeks a mandamus directing the defendant society to admit 
her to their examinations. The right of admission depends on the 
Solicitors Act, 1843, and the argument for the plaintiff is that the Law 
Society is bound to admit any person who complies with its qualifica- 
tions, and that by section 48 the word person must be interpreted as 
including females ae well as males. All that we have to decide is 
whether there was any existing disability in respect to women at the 
date of the Act, for it has not really been contended by Lord Robert 
Cecil that the Act destroyed any such disability. Lord Coke, eome 300 
years ago, said that a woman was not allowed to be an attorney; but 
we have been told that he based his opinion on a passage in the Mirror 
of Justices, a work of doubtful authority, and therefore it is not con- 
clusive. He was speaking of attorneys, not in the original sense, but as 


| a profession regulated by statute, toa large extent, I should say, created 


by statute, between 400 and 500 years ago. The Mirror may not be 
the highest possible authority, but the reference to it does not detract 
anything from the valee ef Lord Coke’s opinion, An opinion of his as 
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to what was the common law requires no sanction from anyone else. 


At common law, therefore, there was a disability on the part of a woman 


which prevented her from being an attorney No woman before has 
apphed to be admitted, « ittempted to become an attorney. Uninter- 
rupted usage, which is part of the common law of this country, is 


against her daim. I decide this case simply on the ground that at the 
date of the paesing of the Solicitors Act, 1843, there was a pre-existing 


disability in women, which was not destroved by that Act The 
spplicant has shewn that in education, intelligen “and capacity there 
re women hose qualifications are at leat equal, and aften superimn 
to those of the mayorit f male candidates, but that is not the que 
tion we have to deciale Phe appeal, therefore, must be dismiseed with 
costs 

Swinren Eapy, L.J ho delivered judd ment to the same effect. said 
that the able and interesting argument for the appellant had failed to 
onvinece him Attorneys by profession certainly existed as early as 


1402, when a etatute was passed to reduce their number, enacting that | 
all attorneys should be examined by the justices, and the names of | 


those who were found fit put on the roll, and all others put out, at the 
dis retion of the justices Coke said (1 Co. Lit., section 196, Har- 
yrave’s ed., 1832) “Now, what manner of men attorneys ought to 
be. or rather, what they ought not to be, hear what antiquity hath 
said.’” Then he quoted from the Mirror of Justices (Selden Society, 
vol. 7, p. 88): ‘‘Women cannot be attorneys.’”” The authority of the 
Mirror may be impugned, but Lord Coke's is not. His lordship referred 
to Chorlton v. Ling and quoted from the judgment of Lord 


gers 


Loreburn, L.C.. in Neisn vo Toni vty of St. Andrews (1909, A. C.. at | 
p 160 \ he re he s d that numberless rights rested on inveterate usage 
ndeed, the whole body of the common law had uo other foundation. 
Puitiiore, L.J.. who referred to the Six Clerks in Chancery. who 
afterwards became sixty (each head clerk having ten sworn clerks unde: 
him), and being originally in minor orders, were necessarily men and 
who alluded to the difficulties which might arise through the disqualifi- 
eat ons Which marriage etill imposed on women’s contractual capacity. 
delivered judgment to the same effect Counsen, Lord Robert Cecil. 


~ ar -_ R.A. Wright > Sir Robert Finlay, K.C., Hughes, K.C.. and 

omlin, C SOLICITORS Withers, Benson, Birkett ( Meet 3 . 

hk. Bucknill. nono ee es 
(Reported by H. Layoxonp Lewis, Bagrister-at Law.) 


High Court—Chancery Division. 
MILLBOURN +. LYONS. Neville, J. 20th (et. 


VENDOR AND Purcuasen—Titte—Conrtracr ror SALE OF Lanp—Re- 
STRICTION AS TO User—Covenant ror Protection orf VENDOR’S 
ADJOINING Lanp—Errect or Contrract—ADJOINING Lap» SoLp 
Berore Comprerion—Restriction ENForceaBLeE orn Not. , 
On the lat of De ber, 1898, a contract was entered into for the 

sale of a hj tel aud @¢ ind subject to certain restrictive stipulations as 

to user for the benefit and protection of the vendor's adjoining land. 

The vendor adjoining land was all sold before the date of comple- 

tion without any information being given to the purchasers thereof of 

the existence of the restrictive stipulations in the contract for the 

vale of the hotel. It was proved that the contract was not part of a 

huilding scheme if ompletion took place on the 29th of December 

1899, and the conveyance then signed contained a covenant in the te rms 

of the restrictive stipulations in the contract. 

; Held, that the material date was the date of conveyance, and accord- 

ingly that the hotel and ground were not sub ect to the restrictive 

stipulations. . 


The plaintiff, who was the owner of the Crystal Palace Hotel 
entered into an agreement in 1911 to sell it to the defendant, and the 
agreement contained this clause: ‘‘It is understood that there are no 
restrictions attaching to the property which will prevent Mr. Lyons 
from building on the hotel garden a building suitable for a music hall.”’ 
The abstract of title disclosed the fact that on the 1st of December 
1898, a former owner of the hotel, one Jones Vere. had agreed to sell 
it to H., through whom the plaintiffs derived their title, subject to 
the stipulation that H. should covenant for herself, her heirs, execu- 
tois, administrators, and assigns, and so as to bind the owner or 
owners for the time b ing of the hotel, that neither the hotel gardens 
and premises, nor any part thereof, should be used for any offensive or 
noisome trade or business, nor for any purpose which might grow 
to be in any way a nuisance to “Jones Vere, his heirs or assigns, 
owners and occupiers of the buildings and property adjoining it and 
in the neighbourhood of * the hotel; and that Jones Vere having 
died in April, 1899, the sale was completed to H. by the trustees of 
his will on the 29th of December, 1899, and the conveyance contained 
the covenant by H. as above. The present defendant wished to erect 
i music hall, and objected to the title on the ground that the hotel 
in the hands of the plaintiff was bound by the restrictive stipulation, 
ind that it might be a breach of the covenant to erect a music hall. 


action for specifie performance brought by the plaintiff because the 
defendant refused to complete. 

Nevitte, J., after stating the facts, said : The material date in this 
case is not the date-of the agreement of the lst of December, 1898, 
because that agreement might never have been completed. At. that 
date H. had not such an interest in the land which he had agreed 
to buy as enabled him to bind the land by- the restrictions therein con- 
tained. The material date is the 29th of December, 1899, the data 
ot the conveyance to H., but at this-later date all the property of Jones 
Vere adjoinin y or near the hotel had been sold, so that there was 
then no property to which the benefit-of the restrictive covenant could 
attach, | accordingly hold that the hotel is not subject to any fe 
strictive stipulations, and that the plaintiffs are entitled to judgment 
for specific performance and the usual inquiry as. to title.--CoOUNSBI 
Peterson, K.C., and J. Hl. Redman; Jenkins, K.C., and T. 7. Methold 
Sonicitors, Woodcock, Ryland, & Parker; Maxwell & Dam pune y. 

[Reported by L. M. Mar, BarristeratLaw.) 


THE PUBLIC TRUSTEE v. LITTLE. Warrington, J. 25th Nov. 
‘TRUSTEE—APPOINTMENT OF Pusiic TRustee—Execution or Deep By 

Retirinc TRusTEES—CONpDITION PRECEDENT. TO APPOINTMENT UNFUL- 

FILLED—SUBSEQUENT FULFILMENT—-EXECUTION BY PUBLIC TRUSTEE 

Vaipiry—Pvsiic: Truster Act, 1906 (6 Ep. 7, c, 55), s. 2 (1)— 

Pustic Trustee Ruves, 1912, gr. 8 (2), 10 (4). 

The three trustees of a trust executed a deed appowmling the .Publir 
Trustee sole trustee in their place. The Public Trustee did not execute 
the deed at that time, because he had not given his consent to act im 
the trust in accordance with the requirements of the Public Truster 
Act, 1906, nor wos the deed dated. The Public Trustee, having suber 
quently consented to act in the trust, executed and dated the deed of 
appoint me at, 

Held, that the deed of appointment did not operate until the date of 
the execution by the Public Trustee, and consequently was not invali 
dated under the Aet. 

A testatrix, who died in 19i1, by ber will appointed three execu- 
trixes and trustees, to whom she ieft her estate on trust for sale, giving 


| a one-third share to one of them absolutely, and settling the other two 


shares on the other two executrixes and their children. In July, 1912, 
the executrixes desired to retire from the trust, and took steps to 
appoint the Public Trustee in their place. The death duties had not 
been fully paid, and the residuary account had not been passed, and the 
Public Trustee was not prepared to accept the trust till all the adminis 
trative duties of the executrixes had been completed. On the 29th of 
November, 1912, the executrixes, one of them being about to go abroad, 


| attended by appointment at the office of the Public Trustee, and after 


discussing the subject of the trust, executed a deed appointing: the 


| Public Trustee sole trustee of the property, and left the deed with him 


to be completed. The deed was not dated or executed by the Public 
Trustee at that time, because he had not consented to act in the trust 
by writing under his hand and official seal. On the 28th of February, 
1913, the Public Trustee, having then ascertained that the death duties 
had been paid and the residuary account passed, accepted the trust by 
writing under his hard and official seal, and filled in the 28th of Feb- 
ruary, 1913, as the date of the deed of appointment, which he executed 
on the 3rd of March, 1913. One of the executrixes of the will changed 


| ner mind, and wished to continue as a trustee. She therefore took out 


The plaintiff's answer was that the hotel was not subject to the re- 


striction because in the summer of 1899 all Jones Vere’s property ad- 
joining or near to the hotel was sold, and all these sales were completed 
before November, 1899, and none of those purchasers were given any 


information as to the existence of the restriction in the contract for 


the sale of the hotel. It was proved that the agreement of the 1st 
of December, 1898. was not part of a building scheme. This was an 


this originating summons to dispute the validity of the deed of — 
ment on the ground that the appointment was made before the Public 
Trustee had consented to act in accordance with the provisions of the 
statute. By the Public Trustee Act, 1906, section 2 (1) : ‘ Subject to 
and in accordance with the provisions of this Act and rules made there- 
under the Public Trustee may . . . act as an ordinary trustee.”’ 
By rule 8 (2) of the Public Trustee Rules, 1912 : “‘ No appointment of 
the Public Trustee to be trustee shall be made, except by a testator, 
unless and until (in either case) the consent of the Public Trustee to 
act as such trustee shall have been obtained in accordance with these 
rules.’’ By rule 10 (g) the Public Trustee, if he accepts the trust, ‘‘ shall 
in writing under his hand and official seal signify his consent to act in 
the trust.’ 

Warrincton, J., said that in his opinion there was nothing ultra 
vires of the Act in rule 8 (2), and that a consent by the Public Trustee 
in writing under his official] seal was a condition precedent to a valid 
appointment otherwise than by will. The question, therefore, in the 
present case was whether the appointment in question was in fact made 
before the consent of the Public Trustee was duly obtained. In his 
lordship’s opinion the true inference to be drawn from the facts was 
that the appointment was not made on the 29th of November, 1912 
The document to which on that day the signatures and seals of the 
three executrixes of the will were appended was only intended to 
operate as an appointment when certain facts had happened and when 
certain things had been done. Among the facts to happen was the com 
pletion of the administration of the estate by the executrixes; and 
among the things to be done was the execution of the formal consent. 
It was not the intention of any of the parties that a complete appoint- 
ment should be made until those facts had happened and those things 
had been done. That being so, the administration having been com- 
pleted, the Public Trustee did what all parties intended him to do—he 
completed the deed after executing a formal consent to act, and the 
deed became operative on the day on which the Public Trustee com- 
pleted it and not before. The appointment therefore was in accord- 
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ance with the rules and was a valid appointment.—Cotnset, Pepys; 

Macnaghten, K.C., and Freeman; Wilkinson. Sotrcrrors, Lee d- Pem- 

bertons ; Wilkinson, Raikes, & Son; Richardgon, Sadlers, .d: Callard. 
(Reported by J. B. O. Trecantraex, Barrieter-at-Law.] 


WHITTINGTON GAS LIGHT AND COKE CO. v. CHESTERFIELD GAS 
AND WATER BOARD. Eve, J. 10th Dec. 


Gas—Gas Company—Matns—Seryice Pires—MeEANING oF “ Mains” 
~—PROHIBITION AGAINST EXTENDING Marys. 


By alocal Act it was provided that it should not be lawful for the 
defendants to extend their mains without the consent of the pluintiffe, 
The defendants without such consent laid a pipe 88 yards lung from 
their main to supply a foundry with gas for power and lighting. 

Held, that the pipe was not a main within the meaning of the Act, 
either by reason of its position or capacity, or otherwise. 


This was an action for an injunction to restrain the defendants 
from extending their gas mains in contravention of the provisions of 
the Chesterfield Gas and Water Board Act, 1895. By section 4 of that 
Act it was provided that it should not be lawful tor the defendants 
to extend their existing mains for the supply of gas in the parishes 
of Brimington and Whittington unless with the previous consent in 
writing of the plaintiffs. -A proviso in nearly similar terms was inserted 
in section 5 of an Act of 1865, under which the defendants were first 
authorised to supply gas in the said two parishes. The defendants 
recently laid a pipe 88 yards in length from one of their mains to a 
foundry belonging to one, Green, for the supply of gas for power and 
lighting purposes. The plaintiffs alleged that this pipe was a maiu within 
the meaning and in contravention of the Act, and brought this action. 

Eve, J.—This action raises two questions, one of law and one of 
fact. The question of law involves the construction of a proviso 
restricting the statutory powers of the defendants to supply gas. ‘The 
proviso is in section-4 of the Chesterfield Gas and Water Board Act, 
1895, and is in these words: It shall not be lawful for the Chester 
field Gas and Water Board to extend their existing mains for the 
supply of gas in the parishes of Brimington and Whittington unless 
with the previous consent in writing of the Whittington Gas Light 
and Coke Co. A proviso in nearly similar terms was inserted in 
section 5 of-the Act of 1865, under which the defendants were first 
authorised to supply gas in the said two parishes. One would expect, 
having regard to the words ‘‘ extend their existing mains”’ in the Act 
of 1895, and to similar words in the earlier Act, that there were 
existing mains in beth parishes at the time these Acts were passed, 
and from these mains consumers have been for many years supplied 
with gas by means of service pipes. ‘These pipes have been laid 
whenever required without the consent of the plaintiffs, and at the 
present time they number 43. “It is difficult to understand why. if 
the plaintiffs’ contention is correct, they have not intervened before 
this. The plaintiffs contend that the word ‘‘mains’”’ in section 5 is 
equivalent to pipes, and alternatively they say that the section at 
least operates to prevent a supply of gas by the defendants which 
was not given in 1895. [I cannot accede to these contentions. In 
1895 the defendants’ undertaking included two items of property, which 
were quite distinct. They were, according to Lord Selborne in .J/i/nes 
v. Huddersfield Corporation (11 App. Cas., at p. 522), the commodity 
brought by the mains into the streets and the commodity brought by 
service pipes to the consumers. It is impossible to read mains as 
including both of these. If the Legislature had intended to prevent 
further connections there would have been added some expressions 
indicative of an intention to preserve the status quo. Accordingly, | 
hold that the word ‘‘ mains’’ means what it says. and does not include 
service pipes. With regard to the question of fact, the only question 
is whether the pipe 88 yards long to Green’s foundry is a main. Counsel 
for the plaintiffs say it possesses some of the chief characteristics of 
a main.. The first characteristic attributed to the pipe is the position 
in which it lies, that is, it runs parallel to the street or road. There 
is, however, no substance in that contention, since the position was 

chosen as being the most economical, and that, of course, would not 
convert a service pipe into a main. The next alleged characteristic 
was the capacity of the pipe. that is, that it was able 
to supply gas largely in excess of the need of the consumer and, there- 
fore, able to supply other consumers. If and when that happens the 
question may arise whether the pipe is a main; but at present it is 
only used as a service pipe, and I have only to deal with the facts 
before me. I therefore dismiss the action with costs.—CounseL, Sir 
Alfred Cripps, K.C., and Maugham, K.C.; Younger, K.C., and J. 

NScholefield. Soracrrors, Cooper & Co., for Davies, Sanders d- Swan 

wick, Chesterfield; Stevens, Son, & Parkes for Jones & Middleton, 
Chesterfield, 


[Reported by 8. B. Wrenrams, Barrister-atLaw.] 


LEWIS & ALLENBURY (1909) (LIM.). ». PEGGE AND ANOTHER. 
me d '-Neville, J.: 27th Nov. 

LakpLogp.axd Texant*Covewakt sor ro Uxpenter Witnovt Constxt 

Consent wot TO B£ WrTHHELD IN. THE Case or A RESPECTABLE AND 

‘Resrosmare PersonWaat Amounts to Witnpotpine Consent—~ 

UnperRtease GraNtred px Lessee Witnovur Consent AFTER A REASON- 

aBte Time HAD ELAPSED rroM AppLication ror Consent—No Breacu 

or Covenant-—Wuat 13 4 Reasonaste Time? 

Where the lessee covenanted not to assign or underlet or part with 


plaintiffs being firet obtained, such consent “not to be withheld in the 
case of a respectable and responsible person,” it was held that such 
covenant had not been broken where the lessee verbally informed the 
secretary of a company, who were the lessors, on the 3rd of April, 1913, 
that he proposed to sub-let tv a tenant (whom both parties admitted at 
the time was in fact a respectable and responsible person), if the com- 
pany had no objection, and he would like to know by the 14th of April, 
as his proposed sub-tenant wanted possession on that day, and hearing 


] nothing from the company or their secretary, let the sub-tenant into 


possession on that day, because such conduct amounted to a withholding 
of consent on the part of the company, although they were, in fact, 
never informed of the matter by their secretary. 

This was an action commenced by writ issued on the 18th of April 
last, whereby the plaintiff company sought to recover possession of 
a certain residential flat in Conduit-street, Hanover-square, against 
their lessee and his sub-tenant on the ground that their lessee had 
underlet without their consent, and had thereby forfeited his lease. 
The facts were these. In March, 1911, the plaintiffs demised the 
premises, the subject-matter of the action, to the defendant Pegge as 
a residential flat, and the defendant covenanted (inter alia) not to assign, 
underlet or part with the possession of the demised premises without 
the consent of the plaintiffs being first obtained, such consent ‘not 
to be withheld in the case of a respectable and responsible person.”’ 
There was a dispute of fact, but the court held that the defendant 
Pegge, on the 3rd of April, 1913, verbally informed the secretary 
of the plaintiff company that he proposed to sub-let the flat to ono 
Higham for six months if the plaintiff company had no objection, and 
that he would like to know by the 14th of April, as Higham wanted 
possession on that date. The secretary promised that he would bring 
the matter before the directors and let him know. The defendant, 
not’ having heard from either the secretary or the plaintiff company 
by the 14th of April, assumed that there was no objection, and on 
that date executed an underlease, and let Higham into possession 
The plaintiff company then brought their action against Pegge and 
Higham. It was admitted that Higham was a respectable and 
responsible person, and he was subsequently dismissed from the suit. 
Counsel for the plaintiffs contended on the facts that Pegge had not 
obtained consent to the underletting. This was not a case where 
consent had been applied for and refused. In this instance the 
directors of the company, in fact, gave no consent: Borrow v. Tsaace 
(1891, 1 Q. B. 417), and HKastern Telegraph Company v. Dent (1899, 
1 P. B. 835). The covenant says such consent ‘‘not to be withheld.’’ 
It is not a cross covenant. How can you withhold consent without 
being asked to give it? Counsel for the defendant Pegge contended that 
it was only necessary to apply for the consent, not actually to obtain 
it. Consent, if refused or not given, does not prevent the sub-letting : 
Treloar v. Bigge (lL. R. 9 Ex. 151); Hyde v. Warden (3 Ex. Div. 
72). Both of the cases cited by the other side only apply where consent 
is not applied for: Sear v. House Property Society (16 Ch. D. 387), 
Jenkins vy. Price (1907, 2 Ch. 229), Bvans v. Levy (1910, 1 Ch. 482), 
and West v. Gwyne (1911, 2 Ch. 1). It is not necessary for the com 
pany actually to withhold their consent; they cannot do so. There 


jis a breach only if the defendant, Pegge, does not apply for consent : 


Young v. Ashley Gardens (Limited) (1903. 2 Ch. 112), Andrew v. 
Bridgman (1908, 1 K. B. 596). and White v. Hay (72 L. T. 181). 
Nevitte. J., after stating the facts and reading the covenant,, said : 
From the case of T'reloar vy. Bigge (supra) onwards a number of 
cases shew that the proper epustruction of such a covenant as this is 
that it is a qualified covenant. The provision as to the withholding 
of the consent is a part of the covenant by the lessees. and not a cross 
covenant by the lessor. If consent is wrongly withheld, assignment 
is no breach of the covenant But has consent in this case been 
withheld? It is admitted that the secretary is there to receive appli 
cations; but is application to the secretary of the company sufficient 
to amount to a withholding of consent by fhe company? It is admitted 
that Higham is a respectable and responsible person. Where the 
lessor cannot, in accordance with the terms of the lease, withhold his 
consent when the proposed sublessee is a respectable and _ responsible 
person, the application for consent is a pure formality if the pro 
posed sublessee is such a respectable and responsible person. How 
ever, the consent must be asked for, and if the tenant applies for it. 
and it is not granted_within a reasonable time after such application, 
such conduct will be held to amount to a withholding of consent. In 
this present case the consent was asked for, and, under the circum- 
stances, in my judgment, the eleven days whic h the assignor allowed 
to elapse was a reasonable time within which to ask for a reply. 
I accordingly hold that the plaintiffs have wrongly withheld their 
consent, and that there dias been no breach of the covenant. and T 
dismiss the action with cost Counse., Jenkins, W.C.2 and J. B.C, 
Adams Peterson, K.C.., and Dighton DPolloerk. Sonicrvrors, Walter, 
Martin d fv Wf. t if wT ary - 
(Reported by 1. M. Mar. Barrietar-at Law] 


Bankruptcy Cases. 
Re KELLER. Ex parte ROSE, Horridge, J. 27th and 28th Nov. 


BANKRUPpTcY—PRorerRtTY or BankruptT—Orver or Dispostrion—Bank 
ruptcy Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vict. c. 52), s. 44, suB-SECTION (iii.). 





the possession of the demised premises without the consent of the 





Goods which would not pass to the trustee az being in the order or 
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disposition of the bankrupt, if they were upon the bankrupt’s pre- 
mises, will not pass to the trustee if they are lying in the ware- 
house of a third party in the name of the bankrupt. 

Notice by Messrs. Rose Bros. for a declaration that they were en- 
titled to the proceeds of the sale of eleven logs of mahogany as 
against the trustee in the bankruptcy. In 1912 a question arose as 
to the sale of forty-four logs of mahogany by Rose Bros. to the bank- 
rupt. The bankrupt repudiated the purchase, and the dispute was 
eventually settled by a memorandum of the 10th of July, 1912, whereby 
it was agreed that the bankrupt should draw the logs from time to 
time from Messrs. Esdaile’s warehouse, where they were etored, and 
should cut them into veneers for Rose Bros. At the date of the com- 
mencement of the bankruptcy only eleven of the logs remained in the 
warehouse, the other thirty-three having been cut up into veneete. 
Rose Bros. sold the logs, but the wenten having made a claim to them 
as being within the order and disposition of the bankrupt, it was 
arranged that Rose Bros. should hold the proceeds and move for a 
declaration that they were entitled to retain them. The bankrupt had 
carried on businese as a veneer cutter, and the logs which he had on 
his premises were for the most part the property of other persons sent 
to him to be cut into veneers. Counsel for the applicant contended 
that if the logs had been on the bankrupt’s premises with the consent 
of the true owner they would not have passed to the trustee as being 
in his order and disposition under such circumstances that he was the 
reputed owner thereof, because, owing to the nature of the bankrupt’s 
business, it was impossible to draw the inference that all the logs on 
his premises were his property (Hamilton v. Bell, 10 Ex. 545). Counsel 
for the trustee drew the distinction that the logs were not on the bank- 
rupt’s premises, but were lying at a warehouse to his order. Goods 
lying at the warehouse of a third party in the bankrupt’s name are in 
the reputed ownership of the bankrupt unless there is a custom of 
trade which prevents the reputation of ownership from arising (Fz 
parte Vaux, Re Couston, L. R., 9 Ch. 602). 

Horrinae, J.—In this case the trustee in bankiuptcy has laid claim 
to eleven logs lying in a warehause in the bankrupt’s name as being 
in the order and disposition of the bankrupt under such circumstances 
that he is the reputed owner thereof. The facts of the case are that 
there was a dispute as to whether Rose Bros. had sold the bankrupt 
forty-four logs, and it was settled by a memorandum of the 10th of 
July, 1912, whereby it was agreed that the bankrupt should draw the 
logs from the warehouse of Esdaile & Son, where they were stored, and 
cut them into veneers for Rose Bros. At the date of the commence 
ment of the bankruptcy eleven were waiting at Esdaile’s warehouse ; 
thirty-three had been drawn. The bankrupt carried on business as a 
veneer cutter, and it is well known that the wood at veneer cutters is 
not their own, for timber merchants have not the machinery required 
for veneers, and have to send their wood to the veneer cutters. It is 
not disputed that if the logs had been on the bankrupt’s premises the 
question of their being in his order and disposition would not have 
arisen, because, as was sakl hy Martin, B., in 7/amilton v. Bell (10 Ex.. 
at. p. 553), ‘* Goods left in the possession of a bankrupt by the consent 


of the true owner do not pasa to the assignees unless the inference can | 


he drawn that all the goods found in his possession are his.”’ It is 
contended that there is a distinction in this case because the goods 
were not in the bankrupt's premises but in the warehouse of a third 
party. There is no reported decision on the matter. Hz parte Vauz, 
Re Couston (9 Ch., App. 602) is not exactly in point, because the deci- 
sion there was based upon a custom of the wine and spirit trade for 
goods sold in bond to remain in the warehouse in which they are stored 
at the time of gale in the possession or under the control of the vendor 
after they have been paid for by the purchaser. This case does not 
depend upon custom at all, but upon the nature of the employment of 
veneer cutters, which negatives the presumption that the logs in their 
possession or under their control are their property. I cannot see that 
the fact that the bankrupt had some of the logs left for him to work 
npon etored in the warehouse of a third party instead of being upon 
his own premises makes any difference in the position, and I hold that 
Rose Bros. are entitled to the declaration they ask for. Application 
allowed.—Counset, Zat/er; Rankin. Soricrrors, Wild & Collins; 
Leader, Plunkett, & Leader. 
(Reported by P. M. Faancus, BarricteratLaw.] 
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LEWI6 v. HARRIS, Djv. Court. 19th Nov. 
Crmmat Law—Evinence—Qvuestions sy ConstaBte to AccUSED 
Prerson—Rerty—No Cavtron—-ApMISSIBILITY 

Semble, tiat-cfatemen's made to @ police-constable by an accused 
person in reply to inguiry.ure admizsible, although the accused person 
war not cautioned, provided that the constable before making the 
mqguiry had not made up Ai® mind. to take such person into custody, or 
take proceedings against him, 

Case stated by justices sitting in petty sessions. The appellant, a 
superintendent of police, laid an information against the respondent, 
Esther Harris, under the Sunday Observance Act, 1677, for that she 
on the 30th of March, 1913, did, at Blaina, unlawfully do and exercise 
certain worldly labour, business, and work in her ordinary calling as 


eneral dealer, the same not being a work of nécessity.or charity. The 

ollowing facts were.proved or admitted :—(1) The respondent was, on 
the 30th of March, 1913, a general dealer occupying a shop at Blaina, 
where she carried on such business of general dealer. Part of such 
business consisted of the sale of sweets. -(2) On the 3th of March, 
1910, Constable Medlicott saw. a girl leaving the respondent’s shop 
carrying in her hand a packet of sweets. He asked the girl who had 
served her, and she replied: ‘‘ Miss Harris’’ (the respondent): ®) 
Constable Medlicott then took the girl back into the shop, where he 
saw the respondent. He told her what the girl had said, and asked 
her if she had served her. The respondent replied in the affirmative. 
In cross-examination by the solicitor for the respondent, the constable 
admitted that he questioned her with the intention of initiating pro. 
ceedings against her if her answer was in the affirmative. e did 
not caution her or indicate to her the purpose of his question. The 
justices decided that the constable should have cautioned the respon 
dent before asking the question, and that as he had not done so his 
evidence must be disregarded, and they dismissed the information, 
agreeing to state a case. The question upon which the opinion of the 
court was desired was whether upon this statement of facts the 
justices were entitled to exercise their discretion, and in so doing 
came to a correct determination and decision in point of law. It was 
contended on behalf of the appellant that it was unnecessary to caution 
the respondent. It was submitted on behalf of the respondent that 
the constable’s evidence ought to have been disregarded in the absence 
of any previous caution. 

Dar.inG, J., said he could see no reason why the constable should 
have questioned Miss Harris. The judgment of Lord Russell of 
Killowen, C.J., in Rogers v. Hanken (67 L. J.,Q. B. 526), laid down 
the principle on which he should have acted : There is no rule of law 
excluding statements made under such circumstances, and such a rule 
might be most mischievous and a hardship upon a falsely accused 
person. The statement of an innocent person may be most valuable 
to exculpate him.’” That was precisely the position with regard to the 
present case. It was another matter if a constable had made up his 
mind to take the person into custody, as then he should give the 
caution. The gist of the matter was that nothing should be said by 
way of threat or expectation to induce a person to make an incriminat 
ing statement. The appeal would accordingly be allowed, and the 
case remitted to the justices. 

Rowtatr and Arkin, J.J... concurred.—Counsen, Powell, K.C.. and 
Micklethwait; Sankey, K.C., and Clement Edwards. SoLictrors, 
Taylor, Rowley, & Davis, for Stafford Gustard, Newport, Mon. ; Smith, 
Rundell, d: Dods, for John Moxon, Newport, Mon. 

(Reported by Lsonanp C. Tuomas, Barrister-at-Law.] 


POULTON v. MOORE AND ANOTHER§(No. 2). Div. Court. 28th Nov. ; 
3rd Dec. 
Practice—AprraL From County Court—D1Frrerences oF OPINION 
Brtwren JupGES ON APPEAL—WITHDRAWAL OF JUDGMENT OF JUNIOR 
Tupar, 





Jn an appeal from a coun*y court there was a difference of opinion 
hetwren the two judges, and the junior judge withdrew his judgment. 
_ Held (per Bray J.), that the junior judge had a discretion to with- 
draw his judgment, and where so exercised the judgment of the senior 
judge became that of the court. 


Per Lush, J., that when a litigant has once ob:ained a judgment in 
any court age judgment ought to stand, unless the appellate court, 
unanimously, or by a majovity, decided that the judgment of the court 
below was wrong. 


This was an appeal from the county court of Gloucestershire. On 
the appeal there was a difference of opinion between the judges, and 
the junior judge withdrew his judgment, allowing that a the senio: 
judge to stand, the appeal consequently being allowed. It was con 
tended on behalf of the respondent that there was a statutory right 
to have the appeal determined by two judges, and if the junior judge 
withdrew his judgment that was the determination of one judge only. 
It was argued on behalf of the appellant that, according to the ordinary 
practice, it was in the discretion of the junior judge to withdraw his 
judgment, and if he did so the judgment of the senior judge became 
that of the court. Cur. adv. vult. 

Bray, J., in the course of his judgment, said there was no question 
that it had been a common practice in the old days and down to the 
present time for the junior judge to withdraw his judgment where there 
was a difference of opinion. He thought that when the junior judge 
withdrew his judgment the judgment of the senior judge became that 
of the court. 

Lusn, J., said he withdrew his judgment in accordance with what he 
believed to be the practice. He did not say hé disagreed with what 
had been said as to the unreasonableness of discontinuing that practice 
It seemed to him, putting aside altogether-the question of practic. 
that when once .a jitigant Shad obtained a judgment in any court that 
judgment ought té stand, unless fhe “appellate court, ‘unanimously, ‘dér 
= a majoiity, decided that the judgment of the court below was 
wrong. Hé hoped the matter would” séof ‘be reconsidered, as if was 
very desirable that’a uniform practice should be established.—Covunszn., 
Cozens-Hardy, K.C., arid Wilfrid A. Greene; Morten, K.C., and S. L. 
Porter. Soricrrons, Willis & Willis, for A. Lionel Love, Gloucester ; 
. J Courtney Lewis, for Langley-Smith & Son, Gloucester. 

(Reported by Leonanp C. Tgomas, Barrister-at-Law.] 
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Court of Criminal Appeal. 


BR. v. LOWDEN. 11th Nov. 


Crminat Law—Setiine, etc., Forcep £Ttamps—CanceLLaTION ALSO | 


Forcep—Stamp Duties ManaGement Act, 1891 (54 & 55 Vicr. c. 38), 
s. 13. 


A forged stamp, purporting to be a genuine postage stamp of Grreat | 


Britain, of the denomination of £1, is a forged stamp within the mean- 


ing of section 18 of the Stamp Duties Management Act, 1891, although | 


there is forged upon it a cancellation mark and it appears to be a 
cancelled stamp. 


Appeal from a conviction at the Central Criminal Court on an | 


indictment framed under sub-sections 8 and 9 of section 13 of the Stamp 


Duties Management Act, 1891, by which section—‘‘ Every person who | 


does, or causes or procures to be done, or knowingly aids, abets, or 
assists in doing any of the acts following ; that is to say .. . (8) Know- 
ingly sells or exposes for sale or utters or uses any forged stamp or any 
stamp which has been fraudulently printed or impressed from a genuine 
die. (9) Knowingly and without lawful excuse (the proof whereof 
shall lie on the person accused) has in his possession any forged die or 
stamp or any stamp which has been fraudulently printed or impressed 
from a genuine die or any stamp or part of a stamp which has been 


fraudulently cut, torn or otherwise removed from any material or any | 


stamp which has been fraudulently mutilated, or any stamped material 
out of which any name, sum, date, or other matter or thing has been 
fraudulently erased or otherwise either really or apparently removed ; 
siall be guilty of felony and shall on conviction be liable to be kept in 
penal servitude for any term not exceeding 14 years or to be imprisoned 
with or without hard labour for any term not exceeding two years.”’ 
The indictment contained four counts : the first charged the appellant 
with feloniously and knowingly selling, the second with exposing for 
sale, and the third with uttering 2,679 forged stamps purporting to be 
genuine postage stamps of Great Britain of the denomination of £1 
each. . The fourth count charged him with knowingly and without 
lawful excuse having in his possession these forged stamps. It ap- 
peared that there was ‘evidence before the jury that the appellant was 
in the possession of and sold a large number of forged postage stamps 
of Great Britain of the denomination of £1 each, but each of these 
stamps had upon them a forged cancellation. Counsel for the appel- 
lant now argued that a ‘“‘stamp”’ within the meaning of section 13 and 
of the earlier sections of the Act meant an unused and an uncancelled 
stamp, f.¢., apparently a postage stamp that would bring in money to the 
Inland Revenue. And he contended that a cancelled stamp was not a 
‘stamp ’’ within the meaning of section 13. Counsel for the Crown 
were not called upon. 

Sir Rurvus Isaacs, C.J., delivered the judgment of the Courr (Dar- 
Linc and Atkins, J.J., with him) ; This point has been most ingeniously 
argued-that though these forged stamps were ‘‘ forged stamps’’ within 
the meaning of section 13 of the Stamp Duties Management Act, 1891, 
before they were cancelled, yet after the forged cancellation was put 
upon them they were no longer “‘ forged stamps’ within the meaning 
of that section. It is said that a cancelled stamp is not a stamp within 
the meaning of that Act. We think that the point is more ingenious 
than sound. (His lordship, having read sub-sections 8 and 9, con- 
tinued.) The whole of this section when looked at seems to us to be 
applicable to ‘‘stamps’’ in the ordinary meaning given to that word 
by thé English language. We see no reason why we should restrict 
the meaning of the word in the section because of any meaning that 
may be given to the word in the sections that precede and follow it. 
It. was open to the Legislature to have inserted in the Act a definition 
of the word ‘‘stamp,” giving it the meaning now contended for by 
the appellant, if that had been intended. 
this. Accordingly, the appeal fails and must be dismissed. 
Lustace Fulton; Bodkin and Roland Oliver. Sortcrrors, 8. 
Son; the Solicitor to the Inland Revenue. 

(Reported by 0. G. Moaaw, Barristcr-at-Law.] 


CounNsEL, 
Myers & 
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Solicitors’ Cases, 
Solicitors Ordered to be Struck Off the Rolls. 
Dec. 16.—Arntuur Joun Epwarp NewrTon. 
Dec. 16.—Ernest Rectnatp Gramsnaw, Hove. Brighton. 
Dec. 16.—Freperic Mupp, Otley, Yorks. 








The folluwing résolution bas been adopted by ‘the committee vf the 
Peace Saciety and gent to the Prime Minister, the Chancellor of the 
Exchequér, and. the Secretary for Foreign Affairs -— The" committee 
of the.Peace Sociely views with grave concerti'the enormouk’ increase 
in . the ‘expenditure upon drmaments in this and’ other European 
countries, notwithstanding the marked improvement in international 
relations, and, believing that efforts should he made by conference and 
agreement between the nations to remove this heavy burden, ‘the com- 
mittee urges the Government to take immediate steps to ensure that 
definite and adequately considered proposals for the arrest of expenditure 
on armaments are submitted to the next Hague Conference.” 


But Parliament did not do 


New Orders, &c. 


Crown Office and Associates’ Department. 


| Leoxann W. Kersnaw, Esq., Master of the Crown Office, Royal 
Courts of Justice, W.C. 

The Lord. Chief Justice of England begs to inform the Master of 
\“the Crown Office that it is his lordship’s desire that, in order to meet 
the convenience of the public, the office hours in the Crown Office and 
| the Associates’ Department shall cease, on and after the 12th day of 
January, 1914, to be from eleven o’clock in the forenoon to five o’clock, 
or on Saturdays to two o'clock in the afternoon, as provided by O. 63, 
r. 9 of the R.S.C., and shall on and after the date aforesaid be from 
ten-thirty in the forenoon to four-thirty, or on Saturdays to one-thirty, 
in the afternoon, except during vacations, when the hours shall be as 
heretofore. And his lordship, as president of the King’s Bench of the 
High Court, hereby directs that such alteration be duly made. 

(Signed) Rvrvus D. Isaacs, C.J. 
Dated the 16th day of December, 1915. 








Societies. 


Incorporated Law Society of Liverpool. 


The following are extracts from the report of the committee of this 
society :— 

Membera.—The society now consists of 413 members. The number 
of barristers and others, not being members, who subscribe to the 
library is 68. During the past year 11 new members have been elected. 
During the same period 5 members have died and 9 members have 
ceased to belong to the society. 

Lega Education.—The Board of Legal Studies and the Faculty of 
Law in the University of Liverpool have, during the past year, 
arranged courses of lectures and classes on all subjects covered by 
the Intermediate and Final Examinations of the Law Society as well 
as on the subjects necessary for students reading for a law degree in 
the University. The number of lectures delivered and classes held 
during the session was 736 divided into 83 courses, and the number 
of class entries was 883. The lectures and classes covered elementary 
and advanced courses in the following subjects :—Conveyancing, Real 
Property, Personal Property, Equity, Contracts, Torts, Commercial 
Contracts, Bankruptcy, Bills of Sale, Company Law, Insurance, 
Admiralty Law and Practice, Ecclesiastical Law. Negotiable Instru 
ments, Carriage of Goods, Criminal Law, Proceedings before Justices, 
Probate and Divorce, Evidence and Civil Procedure, Public Inter- 
national Law, History of English Law, Roman Law, Jurisprudence, 
English Constitutional Law, Stephen’s Commentaries, and Bookkeeping. 
The committee ask for the co-operation of the members by urging 
upon their articled clerks the importance of availing themselves of the 
facilities provided by the Law School, and of taking part in the 
debates of the Liverpool Law Students’ Association. 

Poor Man’s Lawyer.—The committee of the Poor Man’s Lawyer 
Department report that the number of new cases dealt with at the 
Victoria Settlement, the University Settlement and the Birkenhead 
Charity Organization Society “for the year ending 31st of December, 
1912, was 921. Of these. 54 cases were further investigated by the 
solicitors on the rota and dealt with in accordance with the regulations 
laid down by this society. A communication was received from the 
chairman of the Manchester Poor Man’s Lawyer Association calling 
attention to the growth of so-called legal aid societies, and inviting 
the committee’s support ‘to the efforts which were being made to co 
ordinate the work of properly organised poor man’s lawyer depart 
ments throughout England and Wales. The committee expressed their 
approval of the establishment of poor man’s lawyer departments con- 
trolled by and under regulations to be approved by the local law 
society and in London by the Council of the Law Society. 

Judicature Commission.—At the end of last year a Royal Commission 
was appointed to inquire into and report on the complaints of delay 
in the hearing of actiOns and appeals and Crown cases in the King’s 
Bench Division. The Commission, as originally announced, did not 
include a solicitor practising in the Provinces, and as it appeared to 
the committee of importance that a solicitor familiar with the working 
of the circuit system should be a member of the Commission, the 
committee acting jointly with the committee of the-Mancliester Law 
Society made a representation to the Prime Minister and to the Lord 
Chancellor -urging the appointment as a member of the Commission 
| of a solicitor- in- practi¢e- at Liverpool .or Manchester. . Tlie .com 
| mittee‘are pleased to report that Mr. c. H. Morton was subsequently 
appointed a: member ‘of the Commission. The committee conferred 
with the committee of the Manchester Law Society as to whether any 
and if so what suggestions should be submitted by the two societies 
to the Royal Commission, and it was eventually decided that the 
Commission should be asked to receive evidence from a representative 
of the two societies on the lines of the following suggestions :—(1) 
That the standard of efficiency which ought*to be adopted in consider- 
ing the number of judges required for the trial of actions in the 
King’s Bench Division in London is that provision should be made 








whereby every such action can be heard within one month after it has 
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been set down for trial. (2) That greater care should be taken in the 
preparation of the daily cause. list so as to insure (afar as practicable) 
that no more actions are inserted than are likely to be reached. (3) 
That it is desirable that divisional courts should be abdlished and that 
ll appeals should go direct to the Court of Appeal and matters now 
heard by a divisional court consisting of one judge should be heard 
by & judge of the King’s Bench Division with a right of appeal to the 
Court of Appeal. (4) That if divisional courts are retained, pro- 
vision should be made that when two judges are present on assize they 
should have power to sit as a divisional court, to take business arising 
from the district in which the assize is held. (5) That the Long Vaca- 
tion should he shortened by making it extend only from the 1st of 
August to the 30th of September. (6) That the existing facilities for 
the disposal of civil business at Liverpool and Manchester should not 
be curtailed. (7) That the present state of the cause lists in London 
with its increasing arrears clearly demonstrates the necessity for an 
increase in the number of judges of the King’s Bench Division and 
probably also of Lords Justices. The Commission having intimated 


| 
| 


of the Peaee, with the result that the committee decided that it was 
inadvisable to-také ‘any, furthe# ‘actign! at /the firesérit. time. 

Conditions of Sate—Preparation_of Conveyange by Vendor's Soli 
citor.—The Council of the Law Society have again called attention 
to the practice which it is understooil is very common in some parts 
of the country of inserting in conditio:.s of ‘sale of real estate by 
auction a provision that the vendor’s solicitor shall prepare the cqn- 
veyance to the purchaser, and shall be paid a fee by him for so 
doing. The Council expressed the opinion that such a condition ought 
not to be inserted, and they stated that they were prepared, if sup 
ported by the general opinion of the profession, to ask Parliament tu 
declare illegal any provision in a contract which would compel a pur 
chaser to employ the vendor’s solicitor, or pay a fee to him for pre 
paring the conveyance, or which would limit in any other way the 
right of a purchaser to employ any solicitor he thinks fit. The com- 
mittee passed a resolution expressing their entire accord with the 


| Council of the Law Society, and intimating their willingness to support 
| any action which might be taken by the Council to enforce their views. 


their willingness to receive evidence from Lancashire, Sir William | 


Cobbett, at the suggestion of thé committee ‘of this society, kindly 
attended before the Commissioners and gave evidence as the repre 
sentative of the two societies. :, 
Delay in Grants of Probate.—Several complaints have been made by 
members of the sux iety with regard tu the delay in issuing grants of 
probate owing to questions being raised on the Inland Revenue-affidavit, 
vhich it was considered ought not to be raised until after.the issue of 
the vrant, and which, if necessary, might be the subject of a-corrective 
affidavit. The attention of the Council of the Law Society having 
heen called to the matter, it was ascertained that similar complaints 
had been received from various parts of the country. The Council of 
the Law Society made a representation to the Senior Registrar of the 


Land Transfer.—it will be remembered that in the report of last 
year the committee stated that the Lord Chancelior had then recently 


| informed the Law Society of his intention to bring in a Bill dealing 


with the subject of Land Transfer. In July of this year the Lord 
Chancellor introduced into the House of Lords two Bills relating to 
real property and conveyancing. The Bills are most intricate, com 
plicated in detail and of great length, and propose many important 
and far-reaching amendments in the existing law relating to real pro- 


| perty and conveyancing. The Real Property Bill proposes to amend 


Probate Division and to the Secretary of the Estate Duty Department, | 


and from communications which have recently been received from 
members there is reason to believe that efforts are being made in the 
state Duty Department to remove the cause of the complaint. 

Lair ‘ rpool District Re gutry.—Hours of Closing.—The committee were 
asked to consider the destrability of endeavouring to obtain an altera- 
tion in the existing arrangements at the Liverpool District Registry of 
the High Court, whereby the office is closed at Christmas on the day 
before Christmas Day, on the Christmas Bank Holiday, and on the 
two succeeding working days, and at Whitsuntide on Monday, Tuesday 
aml Wednesday in Whit-week. It was represented to the committee 
that it was inconvenient, especially in connection with Admiralty 
matters, where it was desired to issue a warrant for the arrest ‘or 
release of a vessel, that the registry should be continuously closed for 
such long periods. A letter was written to the Lord Chancellor on the 
subject, but his Lordship replied that, after consulting with the Pre- 
sident of the Probate, Divorce and Admiralty Division, he did not 
think there was sufficient ground for making any change in the exist- 
ing arrangements. 

Supreme Court Rules, Order XXVII.—A member of the society called 
the attention of the committee to a difficulty under the rules of the 
Supreme Court, where a counterclaim is delivered for a liquidated 
amount, and default is made either in appearance to the counterclaim 
(if someone other than the plaintiff is made a party thereto) or default 
is made in replying to the counterclaim. In these circumstances no 
summary judgment can be entered as can be done where a plaintiff 
sues for a liquidated demand and default is made in appearance o1 
«lelivery of defence. The defendant has no alternative but to move 
in Loudon for judgment under order 27, rule 11. The committee pre 
pared a suggested new iule to meet the difficulty, which they submitted 
to the Rule Committee. The secretary of that committee has written 
to say that the rule has been passed in eubstance by the Rule Com 
mittee, and it is expected that it will shortly be published. 

County Court Rules in Admiralty.—The committee called the atten 

tion of the County Court Rule Committee to a difficulty which had 
arisen in practice under the Admiralty Rulés of the county court 
owing to the absence of any provision in the rules to meet the case of 
non- delivery of statement of defence when, under the fules, one is 
deliverable, and also to a like absence of any provision to meet the 
case of default of a defendant in filing a preliminary act when one is 
required to be filed. The County Court Rule Committee have formu 
lated and passed amendments to order 39, rules 34, and 35, designed 
to meet the omissions to which attention was called. 

f'; hate [elione.- The committee have, jointly with the committee 
of the Manchester Law Society, again made a representation to the 
President of the Probate Division requesting his Lordship to take into 
consideration the desirability of jurisdiction being conferred upon the 
district registrars at Liverpool and Manchester in probate actions. It 
was suggested that the extension might be effected by amending 
order 5, rule L of the rules of the Supreme Court so as to provid that 
in probate actions writs of summobs might be issued and affidavits in 
verification of the endorsement on the writ filed at such district 
registries, The president has, however, replied stating that he regrets 
he is unable to give effect to the p oposal, 

Licensing Consolidation) Act, 1910.--At the request of séveral 
country members of the society, the committee considered the advis- 
ability of a further endeavour being made to induce the committee of 
the Lancashire Quarter Sessions to give solicitors right of audience at 
the primrcipal meeting of the committee under the Licensing (Consolida- 
tion) Act, 1910. The President had an interview with the chairman 
of the Quarter Sessions, and also with Mr. Harcourt Clare, the Clerk 


the law of real property, to abolish copyholds and other special 
tenures, and to amend the Settled Land Acts, 1882 to 1890, and the 
Land Transfer Acts, 1875 and 1897. The Conveyancing Bill proposes 
to simplify the title to and transfer of land, to amend the law of 
settlements and to amend the Land Transfer Acts, 1875 to 1913. The 
Lord Chancellor in introducing the Bills stated that it was not his 
intention to proceed with them that Session, and after a short debate 
the motion for the second reading of the Bills was withdrawn. It is 
understood that the measures will be re-introduced and ‘proceeded with 
next Session. The committee intend to consider and carefully ex 
amine the details of the proposals before the meeting of Parliament 
next Session. 

Accep'unce of Briefs by Counsel from Lay Clerks to Local Authori- 
ties.—The Council of the Law Society have been in communication 
with the Bar Council on the subject of the acceptance of briefs by 
counsel to appear at inquiries such as those held under the Local 
Government Acts, Public Health Acts, or Light Railway Acts from 
Clerks to Local Authorities who are not solicitors, and they desired 
the committee to inform them whether the practice existed to any 
extent in this district. The committee. after making full inquiries. 
were satisfied that it was almost the invariable practice for local 
authorities in this district when desiring to instruct counsel to do so 
through a solicitor, and a communication to this effect was made to the 
Law Society. The committee have been informed that the Council of 
the Law Society have received an intimation from the Secretary of 
the General Council of the Bar stating that the latter body have 
adopted a resolution expressing the opinion that it is undesirable that 
Counsel should accept any brief from a Clerk to a Local Authority 
who is not a solicitor. 

Public Trustee Bill, 1913.—The primary object of a trust is that the 
wishes of the creator of the trust shall be carried out even though such 
wishes may not be and frequently are not in accordance with the wishes 
of the beneficiaries. ‘A Bill, however, which was introduced into the 
House of Commons in April last provided that where the Public 
Trustee was satisfied that the persons for the time being beneficially 
interested in a trust desired that he should become the sole trusteo 
he might, by writing signed and sealed by him, declare his acceptances 
of the trust and thereupon he should become sole trustee to the ex- 
clusion of any other person. It appeared to the committee particularly 
undesirable that beneficiaries should be able to put pressure upon 4 
trustee who was endeavouring to do his duty, which duty might be 
distasteful to them, by threatening him with removal and with the 
substitution of the Public Trustee in his place. They further con- 
sidered that the provisions of the Trustee Act which permit of the 
removal of a trustee by application to the courts aré quite adequate to 
allow of the removal of a trustee on any sufficient ground and of the 
substitution of another trustee including. if thought desirable, the 
Public Trustee. and that the provisions of the Bill were therefore quite 
unnecessary. It also appeared to the committee to be open to grave 
objection that the discretion of a public official, himself an interested 
party, should be substituted for that of the courts. Jt will be remem 
bered that in the report of last year the committee called attention to 
the rules issued under the Act of 1906, one of which purported to 
eatqpd the definition of a trust contained in that Act oso as to enabls 
the Public Trustee. to accept any duty incident to the office (where th 
execution of any trust as involved. therein) of agent or attorney for 
any person. At the -requost of. the committee, Sir Harmond Ranner, 
M.P., put a question to the Attorney Genera) inquiring whether the 
rules had been considered by the law officers and whether they had 
advised that the rule referred to was intra. vires the Act of 1906. The 
Attorney-General replied that the law officers had considered the rule 


| referred to, and it appeared to them that the opinion upon which the 
Public Trustee acted in drafting the rule was right. and that the rule 
was not ulfra vires the Act of 1906. It may be observed that, not- 
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withstanding the opinion of the law officers, the Bil] proposed to give 
statutory sanction to the rule in question, and the committee. considered 
the Bill open to serious objection in this respect: also. - The committee 
therefore communicated with local and other members of Parliament 
urging them to oppose the second reading of the Bill. They also 
sought the co-operation’ of other provincial societies, many of whom 
took the matter up with their Parliamentary representatives. The 
Bill was set down for second reading ona number 6f occasions, but 
was not reached “and was eventually withdrawn. : 


a 


Law. -Association, 


The usual monthly meeting of the directors was held on Thursday, 
the 1th inst., Mr. fT. H. Gardiner, in the chair. The other directors 
resent were :-—~Mr, P. EK. Marshall, Mr, A. Toovey, Mr. Mark Waters, 
Mr. W. M. Woodhouse, and the Secretary (Mr. E. E. Barron). A sum 
of £185 was voted in relief of deserving cases, and other general 
business transacted, 





The Union Society of London, 


The ninth meeting of the 1913-1914 Session was held at King’s Bench 
Walk, Temple, E.C., on Wednesday, the 10th December. The pre 
sident was in the chair. Mr. Easton moved the following :—‘‘ That 
in the opinion of this house the Labour Paity has failed to justify its 
existence as an independent Parliamentary party.’’ Mr. Gallop 
opposed the motion. The following also spoke :—Messrs. Ennis, 
Counsel, Emery, Armitage, Kingham, Willson, Crawfurd, Cape, Lyons, 
Geen, and Glen. The motion was lost. 

The tenth meeting of the 1913-14 session was held at 3, King’s Bench- 
walk North, Temple, E.C., on Wednesday, the 17th inst. The president 
was in the chair. Mr. Hole moved: ‘‘ That in the opinion of this 
house an education at one of the older universities is not fitted to pre- 
pare a man for a professional or commercial career.’” Mr. Kenny 
opposed the motion, 

There also spoke: Mr. Bright, Mr. Stevens, Mr. Harvey. Mr. Coun- 
sel, Mr. Kingham, Mr. Willson, Mr. White, Mr. David-Devis, Mr. 
Manson, Mr. Lyons. 

The motion was lost. 





United Law Society, 


’ 

A meeting of the above society was held on Mondav, December 15th, 
at 3, King’s Bench-walk, Temple, E.C. Mr. R. E. V. Bax moved, 
“That the case of Greenlands (Limited) v. Wilmshurst and the. London 
Association for Protection of Trade (1913. 3 K. B. 507) was wrongly 
decided,”” Mr. M. B. Brown cpposed. The following gentlemen also 
spoke :—Messrs. G: L. Higgins, Norman Aaron, C. P. Blackwell, and 
J. Ball. ‘The motion was carried by three votes. 


Report of the Royal Commission on 
Delay in the King’s Bench Division. 


The following is the summary of recommendations printed at the end 
of the Report of this Commission :— 

Some of our recommendations would require legislation ; others would 
require Orders in Council; others could be dealt with by rules of court, 
resolutions of the judges, or in other ways. 


CLASSIFICATION. 
GENERAL. 


(1) Cireuits and London work should in future be allotted to the 
judges in accordance with a rota fixed by them, as suggested in para- 
graph 39, and should be so arranged as to secure that there shall be 
at least ten judges in London during the sittings. 

(2) The circuit judge should give a clear fortnight’s notice, and no 
more, of the date for holding the assize at each place on his circuit, 
such notice to be provisional only in the case of the smaller places. 
Seven days’ notice instead of ten days’ should be given to jurors (para- 
graph 37). 

(5) The work at assizes should, in accordance with the present general 
practice, begin on the day when the Commission is opened, and the 
sentences date from that day. Part of a travelling dayshould, when- 
ever practicable, be utilized for sitting in court (paragraph 37). 

(4) Judges on circuit, if unable through illness or other unavoidable 
cause to sit in court, should be relieved at once by a supernumerary 
judge or commissioner, and no judges should be sent from London, or 
diverted from their regular work in. London for the purpose.. The 
names of all supernumerary judges, and of two or more King’s Counsel 








not. belonging to the circuit should be included in the Commission | 


(paragraph 40). 

In London, a supernumerary judge should be called in, if nécessary, 
in case of temporary illness, instead of removing a judge from work 
which has been allotted to him (paragraph 42). : 

(5) Judges on circuit finding that they have not sufficient work to 
occupy them during the whole of the time allotted to any assize town 
should assist the judgé of another circuit rather than return to-London 





for a day’a work (paragraph 54). 
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(6) The Long Vacation of the King’s Bench Division should be re- 
duced to two months, from the 1st of August to the lst of October, and 
the offices of the Supreme Court (including judges’ chambers) should be 
open for the transaction of every kind of business up to the 10th of 
August, and should be re-opened and business resumed at least twelve 
days before the lst of October. Arrangements should be made for the 
trial during the Long Vacation of Order XLV. cases, cases in the speedy 
trial list and such other cases (including cases before a Divisional 
Court), as the master or judges may hold to be really pressing (para- 
graphs 57-58), 

CIRCUIT. 
(a) CriminaL Work. 


(7) Grand juries should be abolished both at assizes and quarter 
sessions (paragraph 38). 

(8) Courts of quarter sessions should be empowered to hold sessions 
when convenient, and required to hold them shortly before the date 
fixed for the assizes; and the judge assigned to go the circuit should 
be empowered to direct prisoners wrongly committed to assizes to be 
tried at the sessions preceding his assizes (paragraph 31). 

(9) Clerks to magistrates should be required to inform the clerks of 
assize immediately on the committal of a prisoner for trial of the fact 
of his committal, the nature of the case, probability of a plea of 
guilty, and to forward the depositions to the clerk of assize forthwith 
(paragraph 31). 

(10) The Assize and Quarter Sessions Act, 1908, should be amended 
so as to make it unnecessary to hold assizes at any place at’ which 
there were, seven days before the day fixed for the assizes, less than 
three prisoners not triable at quarter sessions committed for trial, unless 
the judge of the circuit is satisfied that by reason of the gravity or 
special circumstances of any case such assize ought to be held (para 
graph 30). 

(11) Whenever in pursuance of the last recommendation an assize 
will not be held at any place, the judge should be empowered to direct 

° . ¥ ’ . . 
any prisoner committed for trial at such place to be tried in a county 
other than that in which the offence had been committed, the additional 
cost, if any, being allowed to such prisoner (paragraph 30). 

(12) The assizes now held at Monmouth should be transferred to 
Newport (paragraph 33), 

(6) Civiz Wore. 

(13) Causes should be entered not later than three weeks before the 
date mentioned.in the Order in Council for the assizes at all places 
except the last town on each circuit and Manchester, Liverpool and 
Newcastle, at which places they might be entered up to the day pre- 
ceding the commencement of work (paragraph 36). ; 

(14) The district registrar should be required to inform the associate 
immediately on the entry of any cause in the district registry and 
forthwith to transmit the pleadings to him. In the event of the with- 
drawal of a cause which has been entered it should be the duty of the 
solicitor to the plaintiff to inform the associate, and where this is done 
before the commencement of the assizes he should be entitled to a fee 
to be allowed on taxation between party and party for so doing (para 
graph 36). 

(15) The judge of the circuit should be empowered to alter the venue 
of anv cause entered for trial to the last place on circuit, unless at 
least. four causes have been entered at the place originally fixed for its 
trial. or unless in his opinion and with the consent of the parties any 
particular cause involves) boundary questions, necessitates a view or 
requires a specially large number of local witnesses and would there- 
fore be better tried on the spot (paragraph 36). 


LONDON. 
¥a) ARRANGEMENT OF WorK. 


(16) Definite lists of each class of work in London should be issued 
at the commencement of each sittings. with the names of the judges 
to whom the work is allotted (paragraph 52). 
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(17) One judge should be in charge throughout the sittings of each 
class of the (1) special, (2) common, (3) non-jury lists, and should not 
Jeave London. ‘Two other judges should be assigned to each list, and 
should not be diverted to other work, but should devote‘the whole of 
their time to that list, except such time as they may be on circuit. 
Judges should be assigned to the commercial court and to chambers re- 
spectively, and should continue there at least half the sittings or for 
the whole if possible (paragraph 52). 

(18) Judges of the King’s Bench Division should only be taken to 
assist other divisions in very exceptional circumstances (paragraph 44). 

(19) The Divisional Court should be constituted of only two judges 
in all cases where there is an appeal from it, except on appeals from 
county courts, which should be heard by one judge, an appeal being 
allowed from him (without leave) only if he differed from the county 
court judge. Power should be reserved to constitute courts of more 
than two judges in cases of special importance (paragraph 47). 

(20) The judge in chambers should devote his spare time primarily 
to Order XIV. cases (paragraph 54). 

(21) Proceedings relating to the assessment to or recovery of death 
duties should be transferred to the Chancery Division (paragraph 43). 
(b) Sirrincs. 

(22) The normal hours for commencing business in London should be 
10.30 a.m. on five days in the week, and 11 on Mondays. The courts 
should sit till 4.30 on Mondays, till 4 on the following four days, and 
till 1.30 on Saturdays. These hours should be segmited by rule of 
court with the consent of the Lord Chancellor, and the hours should 
be more strictly adhered to than is the case at present. The existing 
arrangements for the sitting of the commercial court should not be 
disturbed (paragraph 60). 

(23) The rules as to the business to be taken on Saturdays made in 
December, 1910, should be strictly carried out, and a divisional court 
should sit if there is not sufficient work of the kinds mentioned in 
those rules to occupy the available judges (paragraph 60). 

(24) Sufficient business should be placed in the list for Saturdays to 
occupy all the judges in London, except the judge of the commercial 
court and those judges who have to read the papers for the sitting of 
the Court of Criminal Appeal on the following Monday (paragraph 60). 


(c) Srarr. 

(25) The Supreme Court of Judicature Act, 1910, should be so 
amended as to enable the number of judges of the King’s Bench Divi- 
sion to be continuously maintained at 18 for a sufficient time (say, two 
years) after our recommendations have come into force, to test their 
effect on the transaction of business. In order that trustworthy data 
for this purpose may be obtained, returna for the days and hours 
occupied by the judges sitting in London, or in travelling or sitting on 
circuit, should be laid before Parliament as soon as possible after the 
end of each year (paragraph 653). 

(26) Judges of the King’s Bench Division hereafter appointed should 
be required to retire on attaining the age of 72 or after absence of 
more than six months from the sittings of the court, unless requested 
to continue in office for a period to be named by a committee, consist- 
ing of the Lord Chancellor, the Lord Chief Justice and any person 
who has held the office of Lord Chancellor, and continues to sit for 
judicial business in the House of Lords or Privy Council. If the case 
of the Lord Chief Justice is in question, the senior puisne judge of the 
King’s Bench Division should take his place on the committee (para- 
graph 64). 

(27) Judges compelled to retire by ill-health or the age limit should 
receive pensions after five years’ service or less of £1,500; with a 
further £200 for each completed year beyond five years. with a maxi- 
mum of £3,500. Judges should he allowed to retire aften ten years’ 
service on a pension of £2,500 (with the same increments and maximum 
for longer service) 
upon in London or on circuit during such a period as would make up 


15 years from the date of their appointment, receiving for this service | 


such a sum as, with the pension, would be at the rate of £5,000 a 
year during the time of service with remuneration at the rate of £400 
a year for a clerk, and the usual circuit allowance if they go on 
circuit. All retired judges should be supernumerary judges and 
eligible, on the request of the Lord Chancellor, to sit as such, but 
should not be obliged to if they have served as judges for 15 years 
or had been obliged to retire on the ground of age or ill-health (para- 
graph 64). 
PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE. 

(28) A “Speedy Trial List ’’ should be formed for the trial of short 
causes in which the master is of opinion there is no defence (para- 
graph 55). 

(29) A judge of the King’s Bench should be empowered, with consent, 
to remit to the county court all cases, whether the demand is liquidated 
or not, of the class in which the county court has now jurisdiction, or 
without consent, when the amount remaining in dispute is under £100 
(paragraph 26). 


(30) Early attention should be given to the recommendation of the | 
Home Office Departmental Committee for limiting the right to juries | 


in ¢ivil causes (paragraph 46). 

(31) The suggestions of Master Chitty and Mr. Disturnal, K.C., for 
the amendment of practice and procedure should be considered by the 
Perle Comittee at an early date (paragraph 54). 


on the condition that they would serve if called | 


(32) The rules as to adjournments iutroduced by Lord Russell of 
Killowen in 1894 should be strictly enforced (paragraph 55). 

(33) The Court of Criminal Appeal should, like the Court of Appeal 
in civil cases, have power to order a new trial (paragraph 45). 








Law Students’ Journal. 


The Law Society. 


HONOURS EXAMINATION. 
November, 1913. 

The names of the solicitors to whom the candidates served unde: 
articles of clerkship follow the names of the candidates. 

At the examination for, honours of candidates for admission on the 
roll of solicitors of the Supreme Court, the examination committee 
recommended the following as being entitled to honorary distinction :— 

First Crass. 
(In order of merit.) 

Witt Srater (Mr. Ellis D. Little, of Blackburn, and - Messrs. 
Pritchard, Englefield, & Co., of London. 

Mortmer Harortp Scuirr, B,A., LL.B.Cantab (Mr. Walter Scott 
Henderson, of Messrs. Stephenson, Harwood, & Co., of London). 


Seconp Crass. 
(In alphabetical order.) 

Leslie Carr Gamage, M.A.Oxon (Mr. Walter Perks, of the firm of 
Messrs. Ward, Perks, & Terry, of London), 

Harry Gambold Williams (Mr. Chedwyn Owen (deceased) and Mr. 
Arthen Owen Owen, both of Pwllheli; and Messrs. Robbins & Co., 
of London). 

Tuirp CLAss. 
(In alphabetical onder.) 

Leslie Howard Beardmore (Mr. A. H. Ward, of West Bromwich). 

Frederick Ronald Chippindale (Mr. Thomas Bowman (deceased), 
Mr. F. 8S. Capes (deceased), and Mr. C. F. Dawson, ail of the firm 
of Messrs. Hirst & Capes, of Harrogate; and Mr. W. Stubbs, oi 
London). 

George William Davidson (Mr. Thomas Sibson, of Carlisle). 

William Charles Coleman Gell, B.A., LL.B.Cantab (Mr. R. A. 
Pinsent, of the firm of Messrs. Pinsent & Co., of Birmingham; and 
Mr. C. L. Medley, of the firm of Messrs, Field, Roscoe, & Co., of 
London). 

William Howard Hardman, B.A., LL.B.Cantab (Mr. J. H. Chad- 
wick, of Rochdale). 

Charles Stanley Hays (Mr. John Kitson Ibberson (deceased), Mr. 
Frederick Stancliffe Stancliffe, and Mr. Henry Ashwell Cadman, all 
of Heckmondwike). 

Cecil Litchfield (Messrs. Simpson, North, & Co., of Liverpool; and 
Messrs. Pritchard, Englefield, & Co., of London). 

Henry Charles Macnamara, B.A., LL.B.Dublin (Messrs. Waltons i& 
Co., of London). : ‘ 

Herbert Marks (Mr. William Furness, of Manchester). 

Hugh Watson Pearson, B.A.Oxon (Mr. Hugh W. Pearson, of 


Malton). 
Charles Stephenson Squires, LL.B.Cantab (Mr. H. C. Squires, of 


Cambridge). 
The Council of the Law Society have awarded the following prizes 


of books :— 

To Mr. Slater—The Daniel Reardon prize, value £23 9s. 9d.; the 
Clement’s-inn prize, value £9 17s. 9d.; and the John Mackrell prize, 
value £8 17s. 

To Mr. Schiff—The Clifford’s-inn prize, value £5 5s. 
| The Council have given class certificates to the candidates in the 

first, second and third classes. 

Fifty-four candidates gave notice for the examination, 
By order of the Council, 
8S. P. B. Bucknut, Secretary. 
Law Society’s Hall, Chancery-lane, London, W.C. 
12th December, 1913. 








| SPECIAL PRIZES OPEN TO CANDIDATES AT THE HONOURS 
EXAMINATIONS IN THE YEAR 1913. 
Tue Scotr ScHoLaRsHIP. 

William Slater being, in the opinion of the Council, the candidate 
best acquainted with the theory, principles. and practice of law, they 
have awarded to him the scholarship founded by the late Mr. James 
Scott, of Lincoln’s Inn Fields. Mr. Slater served his articles of clerk- 
ship with Mr. Ellis D. Little, of Blackburn, and Messrs. Pritchard, 
Englefield & Co., of London; and obtained the Daniel Reardon, the 
Clement’s Inn, and the John Mackrell prizes at the honours examina- 
tion held in November, 1913. 

Tue Bropenip Paize ror Rear Property AND CONVEYANCING. 


Joseph Roberts having, in the opinion of the Council, shown himself 

| best acquainted with the law of real property and the practice of con- 
veyancing, otherwise passed a satisfactory examination, and attained 
| honorary distinction, they have awarded to him the prize, consisting of 
|.a gold medal, founded by the late Mr. Francis Broderip, of New- 
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square, Lincoln’s Inn. Mr. Roberts served his articles of clerkship 
with Mr. J: L. Johnson, Jr., of the firm of Messrs. Labron Johnson & 
Son, of Liverpool ; and obtained the Daniel Reardon, the Clement’s Inn, 
and the John Mackrell prizes at the Honours Examination held in 
April, 1913. 

Tue Crason Prize. 


William Slater having, in the opinion of the Council, shown himself 
best acquainted with the principles and practice of equity, and other- 
wise passed a satisfactory examination, they have awarded to him the 
prize founded by the late Mr. John Moxon Clabon, of Great George- 
street, Westminster. Mr. Slater served his articles of clerkshiv as 
above stated. 


LOCAL PRIZES. 
Tue Trmpron Martin Prize ror Liverpoor Srupents. 


Joseph Roberts, who served two-thirds of his period of service in 
Liverpool, passed the best examination, and attained honorary distine- 
tion, the Council have awarded to him the gold medal founded by the 
late Mr. Timpron Martin, of Liverpool. Mr. Roberts served his 
articles of clerkship as above stated. 


THE ATKINSON CONVEYANCING PRIZE FOR LIVERPOOL 
OR PRESTON STUDENTS. 


Joseph Roberts, who served two-thirds of his period of service ‘n 
Liverpool, having shown himself best acquainted with the law of real 
property and the practice of conveyancing, otherwise passed a satis- 
factory examination, and attained honorary distinction, the Council 
have awarded to him the gold medal founded by the late Mr. John 
Atkinson, of Liverpool. Mr. Roberts.served his articles of clerkship 
as stated above. 


THE RUPERT BREMNER MEDAL FOR LIVERPOOL 
STUDENTS. 


Joseph Roberts, who served two-thirds of his period of service in 
Liverpool, having shown himself best acquainted with the principles 
of law and procedure in the matters usually determined or administered | 
in the King’s Bench Division of the High Court of Justice and in 
Bankruptcy, passed a satisfactory examination, and attained honorary 
distinction, the Council have awarded to him the Rupert Bremner 
prize, consisting of a gold medal, founded in memory of the late Vr. 
Rupert Bremner, of Liverpool. Mr. Roberts served his articles of 
clerkship as stated above. 


THE BIRMINGHAM LAW SOCIETY’S GOLD MEDAL. 


The examiners reported that there was no candidate qualified to take 
this prize. 

THE BIRMINGHAM LAW SOCIETY’S BRONZE MEDAL. 

Humphrey Cooke having, from ‘among the candidates who have 
passed two-thirds of their term of service with a member of the bi) 
mingham Law Society and who have not taken the society’s gold medal, 
attained honorary distinction in the second class, the Council hive 
awarded to him the bronze medal of the Birmingham Law Society. 
Mr. Cooke served his articles of clerkship with Mr. John Hunt Dewes, 
of Tamworth, and obtained second class honours at the honours exam 
ination held in June, 1913. 

THE STEPHEN HEELIS PRIZE FOR MANCHESTER AND 

SALFORD STUDENTS. 


The examiners reported that there was no candidate qualified to take 
this prize. 








THE MELLERSH PRIZE. 


The examiners reported that, in their opinion, there was no candidate 
of sufficient proficiency to take this prize. 
On report of the Examination Committee, and 
By Order of the Council, 
S. P. B. Bucknmt, Secretary. 
Law Society’s Hall, Chancery-lane, London, W.C., 12th Dec., 1913. 





Law Students’ Societies. 


WrexHam AND District Law Stvupents’ Socrery.—The second 
ordinary meeting of the above society was held on Thursday 
evening, the 11th of December, at the Public Library, Wrex 
ham. Mr. Frank Hatch, solicitor, occupied the chair. The following 
was the subject of debate :—‘‘ That in the case of Paquin v. Beauclerk 
(1906, A. C. 148), the appellant in the House of Lords ought to have 
succeeded.”’ Mr. W. E. Williams, LL.B., opened in the affirmative. 
and Mr. Noel Hugh-Jones opened in the negative. The following’ | 

| 





gentlemen also spoke :—Messrs. J. 8. Lloyd, R. C. Roberte, 8S. Hughes, 
H. B. Jones, C. Newman, Alyn James and Wynn Kenrick. The 
openers then replied, after which the chairman summed up and, upon | 
putting the motion to the meeting, an equal voting took place, five 
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repaid in priority to the ordinary shareholders, but the articles do not 
contain any provision dealing with the distribution of the surplus assets 
in a winding-up after all the capital has been 1epaid. Are the pre 
ference shareholders entitled to participate in this surplus, or does the 
whole of it belong to the ordinary shareholders?’’ Mr. L. V. Holt 
led for the preference shareholders and was supported by Mr. B. H. 
Chowen. Mr. B. E. Gill led for the ordinary shareholders and was 
seconded by Mr. 8S. Burridge. Mr. F. S. Murray also spoke. Mr. 
Holt, having replied, the Chairman summed up, and, on the motion 
being put to the meeting, there was an equality of votes. The Chair- 
man accordingly gave his casting vote in favour of the preference 
shareholders. 

BirRMINGHAM LAw Srupents’ Sociery.—A meeting of the above 
society was held at the Law Society, Bennett’s Hill, Birming 
ham, on Tuesday, the 16th of December. W. H. Coley, Esq., 
in the chair. The following moot point was discussed : 
‘‘Chapman hires a landau and horse from a livery stable keeper 
(Horseman) for the purpose of driving to X and back. Horseman also 
provides a driver. Horseman, who has recently bought the horse, 
does not know that it is ‘‘ motor shy,’’ though a little inquiry would 
have shewn this to be so. While being driven in the landau Chapman 
gives a lift to a friend (Slogger). Shortly after the horse shies at a 
passing motor, upsets the landau and Slogger is injured. Can Slogger 
sue Horseman?’’ Mr. C. Coley, B.A., LL.B., opened in the affirma- 
tive, and was supported by Messrs. B. 8. Atkinson, A. W. Fullwood, 
T. A. Dickinson. and B. B. Davis. Mr. S. H. Robinson opened in the 
negative, and was supported by Messrs. T. G. Mander, W. N. C. 
Clark, F. O. Skidmore, C. H. Cox, and D. A. Daniels. After the 


| openers had replied the chairman summed up, and on the question being 


put the voting resulted : Affirmative 10, negative 3. 





Obituary. 
Lord Erskine. 


Lord Erskine died on the 8th inst, at Spratton Hall, Northampton. 
He had been an invalid for some years. William Macnaghten Erskine, 
fifth Baron Erskine of Restormel Castle, Cornwall, in the peerage of 


ithe United Kingdom, was born, says the 7'imes, in 1841, and succeeded 


to the title and estates on the death of his father in 1882. He was the 
grandson of the great advocate who, after serving in both the Army 


land the Navy, rose to be Lord Chancellor of England. The first Lord 


Erskine was a younger son of the tenth Earl of Buchan. The late 
peer was formerly a captain in the 9th Lancers, and he was called to 
the Bar at Lincoln’s-inn in 1873. He did not, however, practise. but 
his knowledge of law was of service to him in the performance of his 
duties as a magistrate for Northamptonshire. He qualified as a justice 
of the peace in 1882, and for a number of years afterwards was a regular 
attendant at the Northampton Court, where he proved himself a capable 


and conscientious administrator. He was a member of the Northamp- 


tonshire County Council from 1895 until 1904, when failing health com 
pelled him to relinquish the office. Outside his county council and 
magisterial work Lord Erskine took practically no part in the public 
life of Northamptonshire. He is succeeded by his eldest son, the Hon. 
Montagu Erskine, who was born in 1865. 








Legal News. 


. Appointments. 
Mr. Henry Turner Wappy hae been cppointed to be Recorder of 
Scarborough. Mr. Waddy was called at the Inner Temple in 1885. 
Mr. JAMES AUSTEN-CARTMELL has been elected a Bencher of Lincoln’s 
Inn in succession to the late Mr. Montague Hughes Crackanthorpe, 
K.C. 





Dissolution, 
Parrick Cuarzes Ketty and Grorce Witson Picton, solicitors (Kelly 


voting for and five against. The chairman gave his casting vote in| & Picton), 15, Lord-street, Liverpool, and Cotham-street, St. Helens. 


favour of the negative. 
Piymoutu, STONEHOUSE AND Devonport Law Stupents’ DEBATING | 


Oct. 4. (Gazette, Dec. 12. 


Joun ALFRED Donnison and Gerorce Isaac BripGes, notaries and 


Soctrery.—The fifth ordinary meeting of this society was held at the | convevancers (Donnison, Son, & Bridges), 147, Leadenhall-street, E.C., 
office of Messrs. Watts and Anthony. Princess-square, Ply-|.and 59 and 60, Chancery-lane, W.C. Oct. 31. 

Rosert Styrinc, Recrnatp Wesster, ALLAN Hovey Styrina, and 
Cyr Styr1no, solicitors (Webster & Styring), 5, Leopold-street, Shef- 
field. June 24. 


mouth, the President (G. N. Dickinson, Esq.) being in the chair. 
The subject for debate was as follows :—‘‘In.a limited company the 
articles provide that the preference shareholders shall have their capital 





[Gazette, Dec. 16. 
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General. 


The Supreme Court of New Zealand. says the Wellington corre- 

af the Times, has decided that the Typographical Union has no 

power to vote money in aid of the waterside workers on strike. The 

Osborne case was followed by the Court. The decision will affect 
practically all trade and industrial unions in the Dominion. 

A case under the Game Laws was heard at Hedingham (Essex) Petty 
Sessions on the 9th inst., when a man named George Barker was sum- 
moned for shooting a hare on a Sunday. The defendant had written 
authority to kill game, but section 5 of the Game Act of 1831 declares 
it to be unlawful to kill game of any kind on Sunday or Christmas Day. 
A fine of 5s. was imposed. 


A congratulatory dinner was given last Saturday, at the Savoy Hotel, 
by the Northern Circuit to Lord Sumner, the Lord Chief Justice, and 
Mr. Justice Astbury, old members of the Circuit, on the occasion of 
their recent appointments. Among the invited guests were Viscount 
Cross, Viscount Knutsford, -Lord Mersey, the Speaker, Lord Justice 
Kennedy, (Mr. Justice Ridley, Mr. Justice Neville, Mr. Justice Pick- 
ford, Mr. Justice Horridge, and Sir John Edge (all formerly on the 
Circuit), and Mr. Gerald Isaacs (son of the Lord Chief Justice). 


At the close of Sussex Assizes at Lewes on Wednesday Mr. Justice | 


Bucknill said, as far as he could say that would be the last time he 
would attend there as a judge of assize. He would always retain the 
pleasantest recollections of his work on circuit. Mr. L. G. Horton 
Smith, on behalf of the Bar, said they would part with his lordship 
with very great regret indeed. During the fifteen years he had pre- 
sided over courts he had been one of the pleasantest figures among 
them. always tempering justice with mercy and at the same time leaving 
not the slightest grievance behind in the minds of any of them. 


At Clerkenwell Police Court last Saturday, says the 7'imes, Austin 
Giles, 19, of Lordship-lane, Wood Green, was charged with stealing 
between the 8th and 12th of December from 128, Holborn. various 
articles of the value of 17s., the property of A. W. Gamage and Co., 
his employers. It was stated that the prisoner on leaving work on 
Friday was searched and the articles were found on him. He said he 
was only doing what others did on the firm. Mr. L. Ricketts said that 
owing to the practice of magistrates of practically letting off first 
offenders, it was common talk amongst the hands that this thing could 
be done with impunity. The Magistrate: A lot of kindly, philan 
thropic, sentimental people think all these so-called first offenders 
should be let off entirely, overlooking the question of deterrent effect: 
upon others. I shall make it a month in this case. 


A suit attacking the constitutionality of the Federal Income Tax Law 
has been begun, says the New York correspondent of the 7'imes, writing 
under date 4th December, in the Federal Court at Chicago. The action 
is brought by Miss Elsie de Wolff, formerly an actress, against the Con- 
tinental and Commercial Trust and Savings Bank for £150, being the 
amount represented by thirty interest coupons which the bank declined 
to pay on the ground that she refused to sign the certificate stating 
whether or not she was exempt from the income-tax law. 
plainant alleges that the new law is not uniform throughout the United 
States as required by the Constitution, and that the tax ‘“‘ violates 
every element of equality before the law ’’; also that the tax dis 
criminates against persons possessing a moderate income in favour of 
those with big incomes, and is imposed on only 423,000, approximately, 
out of a total population of over 90,000,000. 

At the Central Criminal Court last Saturday. says the 7imes, Stephen 
John Schuster, 38, who was charged with receiving stolen property, was 
found not guilty and discharged. Mr. Purcell, who had prosecuted in 
the case, said it was reported to him that on the rising of the court on 
Friday evening two of the members of the jury were spoken to by a 
girl in the employment of the defendant who had been called as a 
witness for the prosecution. A police officer heard one of the jurors 
say, ‘It is all right. We will not convict. 
of indiscreet buying.’’ In this particular case, Mr. Purcell proceeded, 
the matter might be of no real importance. 


The com- | 


| Cheapside, E.C., and 312, Brixton-hill, 


| was endeavouring to exercise the King’s : ; 
| King had presumed to exercise it since the days of ship-money, with 


rerogative in a way that no 


which these claims had curious analogies, were clearly not matters for 
the County Court. He therefore struck the cases out with costs to the 
defendants for their two days’ attendances. In a preface to his judg- 
ment his Honour said :—‘‘] have reported the judgment in these cases 
because I understand that there are a large number of comparatively 
poor people paying similar rents and fees, partly under the view that 
they are legal exactions, and partly because the law costs of success- 
fully defending such claims are prohibitive. I understand that similar 
small claims have been entertained in County Courts where they have 
heen undefended, and if my view as to jurisdiction is legally correct 
this is not desirable. It is obvious that the sooner a proper test case 
is taken to ascertain the extent and nature of these manorial rights, the 
better it will be, both for the lords and their vassals.” 








Way Pay Rent? Take an Immediate Mortgage free in event of death 
from the Scorrish TemMPeRANCE Lire Assurance Co. (Lrmirep). Repay- 
ments ueually less than rent. Mortgage expenses paid by the Company. 
Prospectus from 3, Cheapside, E.C. ’*Phone 6002 Bank.—Advt. 


Herainc, Son & Daw (estab. 1773), surveyors and valuere to 
several of the leading banks and insurance companies, beg to announce 
that they are making a speciality of valuations of every class of pro- 
perty under the Finance (1909-10) Act, 1910. Valuation offices : 98, 
S.W. Telephone: City 377; 





Streatham 130.—(Apvrt.) 








Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Rota or Keorsteass tx ATTEwpANce oF 
—— Emurrerxcy Aprzat Covrst Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
— Rota, No, I, OYorR. Waratseron. 
Monday Dec.2? Mr Jolly Mr Farmer Mr. Synge Mr Borrer 
Tuesday ...... 23 Greswell Synge Bor er Leach 
D Mr, Justice Mr, Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Juatice 
ate. NEVILLE. Evs. SaRGayt. ASTBURY. 
Monday Dec. 22 Mr Church Mr. Bloxam Mr Goldschmidt Mr Greswell 
Cuesday 23 Farmer Jolly Bloxam Church 


The Christmas Vacation wil comm: ce on Wednesday, the 24th day of December, 113 
and terminate on Saturday, the 6th day of January, 1914, inclusive. 








The Property Mart. 


Result of Sale. 
Revercions, Policies, &c. 
Mesars. H. E. Foster & Crawrtetp held their usual Fortnightly Periodical Sale 
of thexe interests, at the Mart, Tokenhouse-yard, E.C., on Thursday last, when the 


fullowing lota were s ld, at the prices mentioned :— 


We will say it is a case | 


For some years after jury- | 


men were relieved of the necessity of being locked up, it was the | 
practice of many judges to warn them not to speak to anyone of the | 


case with which they were concerned. He was afraid that the cessa- 
tion of that warning had rather led jurymen to believe that there was 
nothing particularly harmful in their talking about a case. He thought 
that public attention should be called to the impropriety of such con- 
versations Judge Rentoul said it was a matter of considerable im 
portance to jurors generally and the public. The fact that the jury 
men spoke to a witness damaged the moral weight of the verdict, and it 
was not in the defendant’s interests that anything of the sort should 
have hapnered. 
be done in the matter. 

H's Wonour Jutee Parry. savs the TV'imes, gave a reserved judgment 


REVERSION to One-twenty-fifth of about £75,009 .. 
PO! [Cv OF ASSURANCE for £1,000 .. 


Sold £1,150 
ee ee £1,000 
REVERSION to £981 le, 9d. Railway Pref. Stock 


£300 








Winding-up Notices. 
STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

London Gazette—FRIDAY, Dec 5. 


Cue Crty aND East Ripine HIDE, SKIN AND TALLOW MARKET, LtD.—Creditors are 
required, on or vefore Jan 5, t» send their nam +s and addresses, and the particulars 
of tneir debts or claims, to Mr. Richard Field Helm, Bank chmbrs, Parliament st, 
Hull, 'iquidator. 

GaS ECONOMISING AND IWPROVED LIGHT SYNDICATE, LTD.—Creditors are required, on 
or before Dec 22. to send their names an | addresses, and the particulars of their debts 
or claims, to James Fitz »atrick, 147, Leadenhall st, liquidator. 

Goups, Lrp. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION).—Creditors are required, on or before 
Jan 20, t» send their names and addrease:, and the particulars of their debits or 
claims, to Williwm Bentley, 55, Newhall s*, Birmingham, liquidator. 


JOINT 


| Jonny Ware & Co (AGENCIES), LTD. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION).—Creditors are 


at the Sevenoaks County Court on the 6th inst. in certain claims for quit- | 


rents and customary fees by the Lord of the 
(Lientenant-Colonel EF. W. G. Bailey) against several defendants. Some 
portion of the land had heen apportioned to the Sonth-Eastern and 
Chatham Railway Company, and his Honour, referring to this, said it 
was an obvious difficulty that occurred to his mind how a railway 
comranv could do fealty and suit and service to his lord. Again, how 
could the Salvation Army or the Wesleyan Chapel. two of the names 
of owners of plots presented by the homage. be terre tenants holding 
by fealty and suit and service? 





Manor of Wrotham | 


Claims such as these where a subject, | 


required, on or before Dec 21, to send in their names and addresses, and the 
particulars of their debts or claims, to William Murrell Barnard, Portland House, 
Basinghall st, or to Robert Ewart Crane, 8, Paternos‘er row, joint liquidators. 

Oroya LeoveEsa, L?p.—Oreditors are required, on or before Jan 14, to een | their names 
and addresses, an! the particulars of their debts or claims, to G. Goldthorp Hay, 
1, London Wall ldgs, liquidator. 


° A | Skw M N . — t , on or before Dec 22, 
It was an unfortunate circumstance, but nothing could | ee Pe Resaens Ce. Ran—Cretners ase sequined 4 


to send their names and addresses. with particulars of their debts or claims 
to George Frederick Herbert Gardner, 2, Darley st, Bradford, liquidator. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Loarrep rw Onamnorer. 
London Gazette ~TUESDAY, Dec. 9. 
ABERFELDY Minino Co, LtD.—Creditors are required, on or before Feb 4, to eend 
their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to Joseph 


Henry Jeff rys, 5, London Wa | bidgs, Finsbury circus, liquidator. 
ALBERT ButLpINGs Co, Ltv.—Creditors are req tired, on or before Dec 18, to send In 


their names and addresses, with particulars of their debts or claims, to George 
F.ederick Herbert Gardner, 2, Varley st, Bradford, liquidator. 

Darsy & Weser, Lrp. Creditors are 
names and addcesses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
4, Charterhouse sq, or to J. G. Street, 41, Finsbury sq, liquidators. 


required, on or before Dec 16, to seid their 
E. H. Hawkios 
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Davip Bow.as (In Votuntary Ligumation), Ltp.—Creditors are revuired. on or 
before Jan 23. to send their names and addresses, and  articnlara oftheir debts or 
claims, to Same] Ralphs, Castle chmbrs, *, Vernon st, Stock’ ort, liquidator. 

DUNKELD Mintne Co, LTp.—Cre'itors rer-qnired, on or befo-e Fe 4, to send their 
names and addresses, avd particulars of their de>ts or claims to Joseph Henry 
Jeffervs, 5, ‘ond n Wall! bidgs, F nsbury cirens, liquidar or 

Dvo-Cars,'TD —-—Cr-di-ors a e required. on or before De> 16, to send their names ard 
ad iress2«. and the pirticulars of their d-b's or claim’. to Mr. *.H Hawkins, 4. 
Chrterhonse sq, or to 4. C, Merret. 41 Finsbury <q, 'iquidators 

Fatoon Inow Works, Ltp.—reditors are r qu'rel, 0) or bef re Jan 15, to send thir 
names and add eszes, an! the par iculars of th-ir debts or claims, to Hugh Bayley, 1,- 
Booth st, Mancest-r, liquidator. 

GLENBARR MINING Co, LTD. —Creditors are required. on or b2’ore Feb 4, t> send their 
names and aldresse+, and narticulars of their debts or claims, to Joseph Henrv Jeff ry-, 
5. Lon'on Wall bligs, Finsbury cir u:, 'iqu'dator. 

INTERNATIONAL CHANNELLING MAOHINES, LTD.—Credicors are required, on or before 
Dec 24, to send in their name: and aidresses, and the prirticalars of their debts 
and claims, to Herbert James Whittell Holt, 12, Great Marlboro gh st Viquidstor. 

INVERARAY MINING Co, Lt0.—Creditors are required, on or before Feb 4, to send 
their names and adir-sse:, and pvirticuiara of teir debts or claims, to Joseph 
Henry JeTerys, 5, London Wall bidgs, Finsbury cir, liquidator. 

KENMORE MINING CO, LtD.—Creditors are required, on or before Feb 4, to send their 
names and addresses, and purticulars of their debts or claims, to Joseph Henry 
Jeffervs, 5, London Wall bides, Finsbury cir, liquidator 

KILLIN MINING Co, LTD.—Creditors are required, on orb-fore Feb 4, to send their 
naews an! addresses, ard the particul¢rs of their debts or claims, to Joseph Henry 
Jeff rys, 5, Lo don Wall bl tgs, Finebarv cir, liqu'd itor. 

KILPATRICK MINING Co, LTD. Cre’i-« ra are requ red, on or bef r2 Feb 4, ‘o send their 
nemes and addresars, 2nd the pa ticulars of the'r deb‘s or claims, to Joseph Henrv 
leffervs, 5, Lond n Wall bidgs, Finsonrv e'reus, ‘iquidat r. 

KIRRIEMUIR MINING Co, LTD.—Credi*ors ar» required, n or before Feb 4, to send 
their name: and addr sges, and the par'icnlars of their debts or claims, to Jozep' 
Henry Jefferys, 5 Londo Wall bites. Finshu« cireus, liqnid «tor. 

LAND ANP MINING RiGars’Co, Ltv. —Creditors are required, on or hefore Jan 9, to sen! 
their names and addresses, an) the p ricul’ars of their debts or cliims, to Eric 
Gord on Bowde . 62. Londo: wall. liqu da‘or. 

MADGWICK, HoULsTON & ‘‘o. LTD. (IN LIQUIDATION’.—Creditors are required, on or 
before Jan 20, to send ‘heir names and a/dresses, and the pari‘ulars of their debt< 
or clains. to Stanley Georg» Madewick, 2%, Ivy In. liqnid itor. 

NORTH WALES AND DISTRICT BILLPOSTERS, LTD. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION). —Credi- 
tors are requirei, on or before D-c 31, to send in theit names an! addres-es. and 
particulars of their claims, to J. Hopley Pierce & Bird. 23, Regent st, Wrexham. 
solors for liquidator. 

R. H. D. SynDicaTs, Ltp.—Creditors are’ required, on or before Jan 5, to seni their 
names and aidres-es. and the particulars o° their debts or claims, to Evelyn H R 
Tren»w, “a'four 4ouse, Finsbury pvt, liquidator. 

ROTHESAY MINING Co, LTD - Credit r: are equired, on or hefore Feb 4, to send their 
names a 14 ad iresses. and the particu'ars of teir dehts or claims, to Joseph Henry 
Jefferys, 5. Lon ion Wall bligs, “in-biry cirens. liquidator. 

SAMUEL Woop & Sox, Ltp. ('N VoLUNTARY LIQUIDAT‘ON).—Creditor: are required 
on or be ore Dec “3. to send their names a d ad ‘resses, and the part culars of th ir 
claims. to James Ruckl», £1. Marke* st Bradfo 4, liqnidator. 

Soort & SANGwIN, Ltp.—Creditors are requ'red, on or heore J n 15, to send their 
names and aldr sses, and the part culars of their debts r claims, to Mr. Wil rid 
Smailes. Ocean “hmbrs, Lowgat, “ull, liquidator. 

SPRIGG PEDRICK, LT».—Creditors are re uire', on or before Dee 22, t» send their names 
an! addresses, avd the particu'ars of their d ‘hts or claims, to H. M_ Blenkarne, 11. 
Poultry, liquidator. 

Urvavay LAND (0, LtD.—Creditors are required on or hefore Feb 1, to send their nomes 
and addresses, nd the narticnlars of their debts or c'aims, to Harry Oswald Tubby 
River Plate House, Finsbury circus, liqu dator. 


JOINT STOCK’* COMPANIES, 
LIM'TED IN CHA’ CERY. 


FA.coy Iron Wor -8, LTD 
CAR MAINTENANCE Co, LTD. 
GR NDIPHONE SYND CATE, LTD. 
FRANK FrovDE, LTD. 
AN PA OL LANDS, LTD. 
Oroy« LEOVESA. LTD. 
"HE CONDOR SYNDICATE, LTD 
ORMSKI"K STRAM CORN MILLS Co. LTD, 
Crry or GLASGOW LiFk ASSURANCE Co. 
M NABE SYNDIO\TE, LTD. 
MOTOR AND GENFRAL INVESTMENT CO, LTD. 
BOWLING GREEN HO EL AND GROUNDS Co, LTD. 
Taman Orn Lanp?, LTp. 
H. C. L orp & Son. LTD. 
ORTENT SHELLAC Co, LTD. 
EASTERN CanaDA CO, LTD. 
MONKLEYS, LTv. 
London Gazette—TUESDAT, Dec 9. 
CASKS PATENTS (GREAT BRITAIN), LTD. 
CeROLE FRANCAIS (1919) LTD. 
Norwoop BREAD Co, LTD. 
KILPATRICK MiIntNne@ Co, LTD. 
KILurs Mtnine Co, LTD, 
INVERARAY MINING Co, LTD. 
GLENRARR MINING Co, LTD. 
"OTHE:AY MINING Co, LTD. 
KENWOR Mrvine Co, LTD. 
AB RFELDY MINING CO, LTD. 
Doxk LD MINING CO, LTD 
KIRRIEMUIR M NING ‘‘0, LTD. 
Urauay LAND Co, Lrp. 
Wart’ & Co, Ca H CHEMISTS, LTD. 
3PRIGG PEDRICK, Lrp. 
THe GRE T Rastery Stock Buyers, LTD. 
HE NATIONAL CREAMERY Co, LTD. 
‘He New [D-AL ‘‘LUB, LrD. . 
PARK HI 1, CHINGFORD, Estate Co, LTD. 
Rusoo"s, LTD. 
PARKER & S>NS (BRISTOL), LTD. 
Routcs, LTD 
‘onsen EMPIRE AGENOY, BRITISH COLUMBIA, LTD. 
ALBERT BUILDINGS Co, LTD. 
SOCIETE FB‘NCAISE DU TRAGASOL, LTD. 
‘AND AND MINING RIGHTS Co, LTD. 
R. H, D. SYNDICATE, LTD. 
London Gazette—FRIDAY, Dec. 12. 
PARIS AND LONDON AGENOIES, LTD. 
TrRiaveRos ARvOLD & Co, LTDd. 
LW PERTIAL SKRVICES EXHIBITION 1913 ASSOCIATION. 
I T. PiokER(%G HoIst AND ENGINEERING “0, LTD. 
Z&NDIK “ARS LTD. 
KNYSNA ForeEsT Co, LrD. 
U.0oT INS RANOB CORPORATION, LTD, 
BLYNKIN & WARD, LTD. 


STAND‘ D Ort Co. oF CANADA, LTD. 
TESTING SYNDICATE. LTD. 
ZoxC », LTD. 


CEeENTAUR WINE Co. oF CrPpRUS, LTD. 
‘OAL CARBON SING CO, LTD. 

K9LW OK SYN‘ ICATE. LTD. 
BRITISH-KELANTAN RUBBER Co., LTD. 
THE STANDISH CHEMICAL Co., LTD. 
FARNHAM PICTURE PALACE, LT :. 





London Gazette—FRIDAY, Dec. 12. 

ARTISTIC OIL PAINTINGS, LtD.--Cre‘it: rs are required, on or before Jan 1°, to send 
the'r names and a dress s, and the particu'ars of their debts or claims, to Herbert A. 
Dee’, 90, Cannon st, limidat or. 

ELECTRIC PICTURES (BRENTFORD). LTD (IN L’QUIDATION).—Creditors ave r quired, on or 
before Jan 20, to seni their namesand ‘| 'reeaes. and the particn'ars of their debts or 
claims, to Al'red Joseph Cron -h'on. %, Lan aster pl, Strand, liqni 'tor. 

EM*WORTH, HAVANT AND D stRIoT StE‘M Launpry (Co. Ltp.—reditors are renu'red, 
on or before Jan 24,'0 send in ‘heir nae: and addresses, with porticniars of their 
debts or «la ms, 'o G. Albert Brookfield, '4, Qaeen s , "m=worth, liquidator. 

Grorce Dunn & Co, Ltp.—Cretitors a+ required, on or before Dec 29, to send their 
names an | adresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Har ld Appleyar’, 
Prudential bl igs, Market pl, Dews ury, liquidator. 

JoskKPH Forres", LTD.—Cred ‘tors are req" ired, 07 or b fore J+n 21, to sen’ their names 
and addresses, an’ the par icvlirs of their 4ebts or claims, to John Sayer, ¢.0. Pin- 
sent & C», 6, Bennett's hill. Sirmin *ham liqnidat or. 

KOLWICK SYNDICATE, | TD. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION).—Creditors are required, on 
or before J+n 13, to send their names and addvesse:, an’ particulars of their debts and 
cla‘ms, t» Edgar Fairweather, 3 and 4, L thbury, E.C., l'quidator. 

PILOT INSURANCE ‘‘ORPORATION, LTD.—Creditors are required, on before Jan 29, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Mr. John 
Edward erc'val,6, Old Jewry ‘iquidator 

RUMWORTH SKATING RINK, LtD.—Creditors are requir d, on or before Jan 17, to send 
in their nanes and add-es es, with particulsrs of their debts or claims, to Fergus 
Dearden, 20 and 2%, Chancerv In, Bolton, liquidator 

TESTING SYNDIOCATS, LTD.—Creditor: are reanire!, on or before Jan 1, to sen? in their 
names an t addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to William Baton, 
8, Laurence Pouatney hill, ' .C., liquidator. 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 


LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
Lonion Gaz-tte—VUESDAY, Dec.-16, 

COAL CARBONISING Co, LTD.—Cre 'itors are required. onor before J n2', to send their 
names and addresses, and particu'ars of their debts or claims, to Cuthbert Eric 
Smedley, 123, Cannon st. !iquidator. 

wt ae ae ~~ ete on or befor: Jan 27, to send their names and 

resses, an © particulars of thei dehts or claims, to G Cc 
and 62, Lin oln’s i n fiel ls, Joint liquidator ee 

SENDEN SYNDICATE, LTD.—Cretitors are reqnired, on or before Jan 10, to send thei- 
names ani addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Ev+lyn Henry 
Raynward Trenow, Halfour ‘‘ous», 119-125, Finsburv pvmt, liqu‘dator. 

Vity AND Hopper, Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before Dec 30, to send in th ir 
names and address-s, «ith narticulirs of their debts or claims, to John W. Scarlett 
36, High st, Ramsgate, liquidator. 





—_—— 


Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntaril 


London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Dec 5. 
THE OLD COLWYN LAND AND BUILDING Co, LTD. 
CLYDE PRESS AND ROTALITHO, LTD. 
Bretant, Lrp. 
FREDERICK JANES, LTD. 
THE MATLOOK Hypropatutc Co, Lrp. 
THE CARMONT TYRE SYNDICATE LD, 








THE ELRCTRIO PICTURES (BRENTFOSD) Co., LTD. 
S$ vTH YORK-HIRE GLASS BorTLg Co., LTD. 
TOWER INVESTMENT C»., LTD. 
GLY VALLEY HoTEL Co, LTD. 
Soorkté Du Yaourt D'ORIE T, LTD. 
THE BRITISH BEER BRRWERIES (INDIA) SYNDICATE, LTD. 
JOSEPH FORREST, LTD. 
London Gazette. —TUESDAY, Dec. 16. 


MV. H. (METHANE HypDROGEN) Gas PLANT, LTD. 
THE C..AcroN PALACE OF VARIETIES, LTD. 
SaMURL ELT & So 8s, LTD. 

MANN & ?}RIMMRR. LTD. 

Lov pon '*pERA Hovusk, LTD. 

G. PALMER & Co LTD. 

SHARK GRIP TILTVG@ Co. (1910), LTD. 

Biro & ©o (Sheffield), UTD. 

ISLE OF MAN WOOLLEN MILLS, LTD. 

BERESFORD HOTEL (Bi CHINGTON), LTD. 

OLYMPIA PICTURE PALACE AND ABRO EXAIBITION, LTD. 
ANGLO BRITISH COLUMBIAN AGENCY, LTD. n 
L. & P, WALTER, LTD. 

Woop’s LI ATERAGE ©», LTD. 

4. W. Bacon & Co. LTD 

SENDEN SYNDICATE, LTD. 

LA FONTAINE 4R 8, LTD. 

THE GENERA'!. PRTROLEUM Co, LTD. 

H-A J. (NIGERIA) TIN Concessions, LTD. 

THE BUTTERS SALVADOR MINES, LTD. 








Creditors’ Notices. 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Day oF Ovarm. 
London Gazet'e.—FRIDAY, Dec. 5. 

ARON, Privy Government Councillor Prof Dr HERMANN, Berlin, Germany Dec 31 
Luml -y & Luml y, Old Jewry chmbrs : 

BOWLES MARIA, Hendon, Middlx Jan9 Peacock & Co. Field ct, Gray's nn 

Bu. ROWES, ELIZA BANKHEAD, Albert Hal «ans, Kensington Janu 14 Robins & Co, 
Ln oln’sin fleids 

CHESHIRE, S'DNEY WILLIAM, Bordesley, Birmingham Jan 10 Thwaite & Co, 
Bir »ingham 

CLARKE MARGARET KATHLEEN, Halliford on Thimes, Middix Jan1é Hores and Co, 
L‘ncoln’s Inn fi Ids 

CLARKE, ZILLAH, B oads «irs, Kent Jan 10 Robinson & Allfree, Ramsgate 

Cops, SARAH JAN#, Cannock, Staffs Jan 15 Wood & Co, Birmingham 

DAVIKS, HELEN ETHELINDA, Wyke Regis Reccory, nr Weymvuth Jan5 Pennington 
& So :, Li .coln’s Inn fle.ds 

DEEDES, MARY BELL, Biiderton House, nr Chichester, Sussex Jan 14 Hills & Co, 
Queen Anne's gt 

Dopps, ELIZABETH Wricut, Berwick upon Tweed Jan 6 Sanderson & Weatherhead, 
Berwick upon Tweed 
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DREWELL, ALBERT AUGUSTUS SAMIEL, Brighton, Merchant and Ship Broker Dec 30 | 
Whitelock & Storr,  oomsbury sq 

FA\SHAWE, He .kY ER EST, Great Shelford, Cambridge Jan 16 Burrows, Cambridge 

FincH, Marta, Jessica rd, Wandsworth Common jJan i4 Kennedy & Co, Clements 
inn, Str nd 

FOSTER, LANCELOT, York, Agricultural Merchant Jan 17 Ho'ltby & Procter, York 

FRANCIS, OHN, Kingston upon Hall, Blacksmith Dee 31 Costolow, Hull 

GRUNDY, Henny JAMES, St etfori, Lancs, Picture Dealer Jau 5 Croft.n & Co, Man- 
chester 

HALLIDAY, 'oHN EDMUND, Warmins er, Wilts Jan 31 Wakeman & Son, Warmins_er 

HANNAY. CHAKLOT®. Weybridge, 8 rrey Janl Mur ay & Vo, Birchin In 

Jones JouN THOMAS, G sport, Hants -anilz Blake & Co, Portsmouth 

KENKLY, ELLEN, Newport, Mou Jan6 Hall, Newport, Mon 

KILY RT, ISABYLI.A CHEeYNE, Freshfield, Lancs Jan 9 Hankinson & Son, Manchester 

KIVER, HENRY CHARLES OLDFIELD, Fenn ct, Colonial Broker Mari Church & Son, Fen- 
church st 

LINNEY, JosuvUA, "lulme, Manchester Jan8& Farrar & Co, Manchester 

Mac FORGE WILLIAM, Essex rd, Islington, Chemist Jan 6 Wood & Co, Eastcheap 

GE, D. mock Glos Jan20 tarvey, Gloucester 

NEVILL#, JoSEPH DANIEL, Forest Hili rd, East Dulwich Dec 41 Green, Walbrook 

NEVILLE. PEren, Witton, nr Blackburn, Commissiun Agent Jan i5 Backhouse, 
Bleck urn 

NOKTON, THOMAS HERBERT, Vown st, Piccadilly Jan 15 Harding & Harding, Lincoln's 
Inn flelds 

OLIVER, Jou’, Burslem Stoke on Trent Jan 6 Hollingshead, Tunstall 

Orn, Mary, Cerouge Geneva, Switzerland Vee 31 Lesle & Harauy, Bedford row 

PACEY, (}EORGE PIK®#, Fenny Stratford, Bucks, Ironmonger Dee 31 Thornley, Fenny 
S ratfou 

PAGE, Georor, Buckden, Hu ts Jan 17 Hunnylbun & Sons, Huntingdon 

PEAKSON, GEORGE, Ashtun under Lyne, Coal Merchant Jau 3 Watson & Okell, Ash 
tou der Lyne 

PHILIP, ALEXAND+R ANDREW, Inverness ter, Hyde Park, Physician Jan1 Brady, 
Ludgate hill 

PRIESTLEY, WI LIAM, Offord, Hunts Jan17 Huonyvun & Sone, Huntingdon 

ROBINSON, MARY ANN, Nantwich, -hester Jan lu Warren & Co, M.rket Drayton 
sa'op ° 

SKE&T, CHARL'S ANTHONY, Bishop's Stortford, Herts Jan 15 Long & Gardiner, 
Linc: Inn's inu fle'ds 

SMITH, WILLIAM HENRY, Somersham, Hunts, Evgraver Jan 30 Margetts, Hunt 
ingdon 

STRAUGHAN, JOSEPH, Shilbottie, 
Hardy, Alnwick 





Northumberland, Contractor Jan 5 Hindmarsh & 


STRINA, GI: LIO Arquata Scrivia, Italy Dec 31 Carter & Barber, Eldon st } 

SURTEES, JOHN OLIVER E vst bourse jan 0 North, Avon aore maus, Addison Br dge | 

THOMAS MARGARET, Newfouvdiand st, Dublin Jan 1s Ken. edy & Figgis, Dawson st 
Dublin 


THOwWPSON, EpMOND, Bedford Jan 9 Whyl y & Son, Bedford 

THOMPSON EMILY, Medford Jen Why ey & Son, Bedford 

THORNTON, PETER, H rton, Diriam, Farmer Dec 23 Marshall & Co, South Shields 

TIPT’ ¥T, THOMAS CROWDEN, Sorthamp on Jinl Willoughby, Daventry 

fooTH, FRANCIS, Cariton mans, Porisdown rd Dee i A KB & & Tooth, Lincoln's inn 
fiel ts 

VESTEY. ROBERT ERevezer, Seven Sisters rd, Tottenham Janl Vestey, West Green 
rd, fottevham 

WARRE, GeonGe AcHESON, Water In, Tower st, Merchant Jan 12 Kearsey & Cv, 
tinnon at 

WARREN, Louisa, Lvunceston p!, Kensington Jan 17 Dowson & Co, Surrey st 

WATSON, MARGARET CATHERINE, Henrietta st, Cavendish sq Jans Beever & Crowdy, 
Scuthampton st, Bloomsbury sq 

Wess, ENocH THOMAS, Portsmouth Jan 3 Prior, Southsea 

WELMAN, ARTHUR JOSEPH, wury st, Sc James’s wee 30 Slaughter & Colegrave 
Arundel st 

Woopur aD, JONAS, Grange: ver Sinds, Laies Jan 12 Woodhead, Otley 

WooLL, ANN ELIZz+BETH, Cambridge Jan 6 Hunnybun & Sons, Huntingdon 

WRATISLAW, HENR, RUSHWORTH, Keigate Jan7 Guscotte & Co, Essex ot, Strand 


vndon Gazette,- Turspay, Dec. 9 


SAKER, ELEANOR, Smethwick, Staffs Jan 6 Bonser & Dawes, Oldbury, nr Birming, 
h:m 

BEAVIN, CAROLINE KLIZABETH, Eccles Lancs Jan 6 Orrell Manchester 

BEVING, CHARLES Cieadle Hulme, Crester Jan 6 Orrell, Manchester 

BLADON, JAMES EDWARD, Birmingham, buccher Dee 31 Mayhew & Derling, Bir- 
mingham 

BOND, Liceut-Col WENSLY JAMES Hupsoy, CB, 8t Helier, Jersey Jan 31 Bennett & 
Ferris, Coleman st 

hOYD, MINNIK ARABELLA, Battersea rise, Clapham Junction Jan 9 Harrison & | 
Robinson, P rtsmouth st 

BRADLEY, EpWAR", Maccle field Jan13 Barclay & Co, Macclesfield 

Cops, [IMOTHY Epwakp, Oxford Jan15 Janson & Co, College hill 

Cook, JcoH’ HENRY, Margate, Builder Dec 31 Wils n, Margate 

Cooper, BRIDGES LoVELL, Bristol Jan 5 Bevan & Cv, Brisivl 

CUTHBERT, ALICE BURN, St George's sq, Midulx Jan 9 Clayton & Gibson, Newcastle 
upon Tyne 

GARDNER, ALICE, Lancaster Jan 10 Hall & Co, Lancaster 

GEvpDkES, JANET, Seouthp rt Jan 20 Gamon & Co, Chester 

GILBERT, WILLIAM, Leicester Jan2 tt) Iman, Leicester 

HEWITT, (CHARLES HICK. Leeds Joiner Jan lv Stott, Leeds 

HEWITT, ELIZABETH, Leeds Jan 1 Stott, Leeds 

Hewirt, JAMES WILLIAM, Leeds Jo ner Jav 1) Scotl, Leeds 

HOLDEN, EvWARD, Southport Jau 31 Pe:k-, New Broad at 

HoLMES, WILLIAM W1..KIB. Gateshead Auctioneer Jan i2 Th meson, Gateshead 

HupsoN, WILLIAM, Bradford, Wo»l Merchant Dec 21 Trewavas, sradiord 

IRWIN, THOMAS ANGEL”, Bath Jan 2) Collins & Simmons, Bath 

JACOBY, SIR FR ED, Manche ter, Professor of Music Jenl2 Wise & Wise, Manchester 

JENKINS, M: RGAN, Che dleton, stats Dec 20 Richard-, Swansea 

JOULE, BENJAMIN, Lytham, Lancs Jan i2 Livesey, Preston 

Kine, HAvoLp, Taplow, tucks Jan1l Lumley & Lum ey, Conduit st 

LUDLOW, MARIA ELIZABETH, Sulihuli, Warwick Feb2 Cla:ke & Co, Birmingham 

MANNS, FREDERICK «/TTO, Maberley rd, Upper Norwood, Frofessur of Music Jan 12 | 

W .rburton, 70, Gracechurch t 

MATTHEWS, JOuN, Coventry Jan 26 Rotherham, Coventry 

MCELDOWNEY, JOHN HOwARD, New York,U.5.A. Jau14 Gush & Co, 3, Finsbury cir 

MEULEN, FREDEXICK SAMUEL VANDER, Bishop's Stortford, Herts Dec 17 Gee & Sons, 

Bishop's 5 ortford 

MINTORN, JANB, Clifton, Bri-tol Jan 15 Bevan & Co, Bri:tol 

NORRIS, ‘ATHANIEL, Chester Jan i0 Barker & Rog rson, hester 

KE:D, WI LiaAM DAVIbsOy, Liverp-ol Jan 1 Priest & Sons Liverpool 

RvBINSON, HUKRBERT, S:retford, nr Manevester Javw 13 Nadim & «oumbs, Manchester | 

SA «UELL, a ELIZaBeTH, Biockley, Kent Jan 6 Kingsfurd @ C,, E-sex st, 
Stranc 

SEWARDS, WILLIAM Harpy, Bourne, Lincs, Farmer Jan 6 Smih & Co, Horbli:g, 
Fvikin ham 

SHAW, KICHARD SPYBEY, Nottinsham Dec 31 Johntove & Williams, Nottingham 

SIMMELKJOER SOPHUS G wer st, Bedfrd sq, Civi: Engineer Jau 9 Stepheuson & Co, 
la moard st 

SMITH, ANN, Wellington, Salop Jan12 Sprott & Morris, Shrewsbury 

SmiTH, ISABELLA, Blickburn Jan12 Crossley & Scboficld, Blickburn 

SOWERBY, JANE ELIZABETH MARY, Park cres,Clapham Jan 10 Burt, West Byfleet, 
Surrey 









STEPHENSON, SAMUEL, Scarborough Jan12 Birdsall & Co, Scarborough 
HIEME, —e Caledonian rd, Holloway, Merchant Jan 20 Goldberg & Co, West st 

F nsbury cir 

(ULLETT, ARCHIBALD, Birmingham, Glass and ChinaDealer Jan 19 Shorthouse & Co, 
Birm ng!iam 

WARD, JEANNE MARIE, Iver, Bucks Jan 23 Withers & Co, Arundel st, Strand 

WakpDER, WILLIAM HENRY EvAns, Earl st, Marylebone Jan 31 Cousins & Burbridge, 
Por smouth 

WILLIAMS, JAVE ELIZABETA, Birmingham Jan 24 Bickley & Lynex, Birminghan 

WINsoR, HEVRY, Great W estern rd, Paddington Jan 12 Procter, Helena chmbrs 
Eiling Broadway 


| WRIGHT, HENRY, Old Whittington, ur Chesterfield Feb 5 Taylor & Emmet, 


Sheffie.d 


YounG, MARY, Pendleton, Salford Jin12 Farrar & Co, Manchester 


London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Dec. 12. 


ALLEN, JOHN, Salford. Lancs, Engineer Jan 14 Boote & Co, Manchester 
BeESON, FRANCIS JAMES, Coalfont St Peter, Bucks Jan 31 Earle & Cochrane, Here- 
ford 


| BERDOE, JosEPH GURDEN, Forest Hill, Kent Jan 26 Barrett & Co, Leadenhall st 


BoWEN, Nt HEMIAH, Llanfairwaterdine, Salop Dec 31 Green & Nixson, Knighto», 
Radnor 

SOWKER, HE«BERT, Manchester, Manufacturer Jan 14 Boote & Co, Manchester 

SRAD EY, WILLIAM, Southport Jan 20 Littler, Manchester 

BROADBRIDGE, GEORGE, Great Crosby, Laacs Feb 9 Broaibridge, Quality ct, Chan- 
cery In 

SU/RNHAM, JOHN, Brentford, Middlx Jan 15 Engall & Crane, Bedford row 

CHICK ALL, CLARISSA, fayham. Suffolk Jan 6 Andrewes & Co, Sudbury 

CLARKSON, SAMUEL, Piccadilly Jan 12 Andrews, & Co, Essex st, Strand 

COLLEY, NOAH, Tunstsll, Staffs Dee 24 Wain, Burslem ; 

CompTos, RALPH, Collingwood av, Muswell Hill, san 11 Dennis & Co, Lincoln's inn 
flelds 

CORBETT, FRANK, Baker st, Builder Jan 10 Cartwright, Great Portland st 

COZENS. STEPHEN WELLESLFY, Chulsey, Berks Jan il Slade & Son, Wallingford 

Cross, GEORGE EDWIN, Smethwick. Stecple Jack forthwith Clark, Smethwick 

CUNNINGHAM. ANNR®, Do: cas'er Jan 26 Tavlor & Capes, Doncas er 

DALZIEL, !HOMAS, Dunmow, Essex, Draper Jan 31 Long & Co, Bedford row 

DAVI's, ELBANCR JANE, Buxt).n Jan ¥ Wortham & Co, R»ysvon, Herts 

DAVIES, RICHARD, Towyn, Merioneth Jan 8 Jones, Dol-elly 

DEEDES, MARY BELL, Binderton House, nr Chichester Jan 14 Hills & Co, Queen 
Anne’ gate, Westminster 

DIPLOCK, ELEANOR HAMMILL, Chiswick Jan19 Diplock, Lincoln's inn fields 

OneW. JOHN ALFRED, Maids Moreton Feb2 Hearn & Hearn, uckingh m 

FORSEY, FREDERICK RICHARD, Liverpool, Grocer Jan1z Evans & Co, Liverpool 

GaTES, WILLIAM, Cranham, Essex D-c31 Taylor & Smith, Bren wood 


| G PP, ANNIB, Norwood Feb7 Hicklin & C», Trinity eq, Sou hwark 


HAMMOND, JAMES BARTLETT, New York, USA Jan 31 Coward & Co, Mincing In 

Hewier, ARTHUR CHARLES, Ilford, Essex Jan 12 KkKubinstein & Co, Kaymoud bidgs 

JAMES, -LLEN, Cardigan Jan 16 rvan<s & Co, Cardigan 

JoNES, MARY, Hope Valley, nr Minste:ley, Salop Jan i2 Sprott & Morris, Shrewsbury 

JONES, THOMAS PRTER, St Georges, Bristol Jan 10 Stevens, Bristul 

LER, ELIZABETH, Hu |, Draper Jan z7 Lockinz & Co, Hull 

LEE3, ARTHUR STAVEACRE, Romiley, Chester Jan 24 Sale © Co, Manchester 

MACK, JAMES ANDREW, Partridge Green, Sussex Jan 1 Wilkinson & Son, Denman st, 
London Bridge 

MASON SARAH, Worthing Feb1 Wilde & Co, College hill 

MATHEWS, ELIZABETH, Bethnal Greeu Jan 22 Nye & Clewer, Brighton 

Misstne, JonN RICHARD, Biddendn, K nt, Farmer Dec26 Hallett & Co, Ashford 

Mork, GEORGE WARING, East Sheen, Surrey, Exchange Broker Jan 10 Withers & Uo, 
Aru dl st 

PAMPLETT, HANNAH, Herne Bay Dec 24 Boys & Maughan, Margate 


| VRENDERGAS®’, General Sir HARRY NORTH DALRYMPLE, Kichmund, VC, GCB Jan 19 


Farrer & Co, Lincojn’s iun “elds 
PRYOR, MARY MATILDA WILLOUGHBY, Dorchester Jan 8 Veasey, Baldock, Herts 
ADLEY, FANNY PRESCUTT, Hove, Sussex Jan 20 Whitley & Co, Live: pool 
REYNOLDS, SARAH, Seymour pl Jan 12 Slatrer & Co, Siratiord upon Avon 
SanbDERS, JoHN, Bavbury, O ford, Coal Merchant Jan12 Be: vett, Banbury 
SeYMOUR, WILLIAM BENsETT, Newport, Mow, Ship Chaauler’s Manager Jau15 Moxon, 
New) ort, Mon 
SHELMERDINE, KICHAYD HENRY, Cheadle, Chester Jan 10 Sale & Co, Manchester 


| S wMoNnSs, LEWIS JoSHU:, Eastbourne Jan 1 vyke, Lincolns inn fields 


STACK. THOMAS ‘KYVILLE, Aurivl rd, West Kensington Jan 26 Barker & Son, Union 
ct, OL! Broad st 
STEWART, ELIZABETH ANN, Liscard, Chester Feb2 Dix n & Syers, Liverpool 


| STOWER, WALTEB BERN \RD RISK, Fairholme rd, West Kensington Jan10 Dennis « 


Co, Lincoln's inn fields 


| STRINGER, ANNIZ FREDEKICA, Calozan sq Jan 31 Loughborough & Co, Austin 


f iars 
~TuART, Ropedt, Alnwick Dec 24 Percy & Son, Alnwick 
STCART, WILLIAM, Alnwick Dec 24 Percy & -on, Alnwick 
4UCKLING, EDWARD, Moseley, Worcester Jan 17 Cottrell & Son, Birmingham 
TANNER, MARY ANN HovuauTon, Elgi. av, Notting hill Jan 15 Carr. Great Tower st 
'HRUpPP, ISABEL ANNE, Twickenha. Jan6 Thrupp & Co, Old Cavendish st 
TRUELOVE, ELIZABETH, Maxs oke, Warwick Jan15 Blakeway, Nn -eaton 
‘ ALKER, JOHN MOORE, birmingham Jan19 Gem & ‘'o, Birmingham 
WaT, Perer, Ut irlmere rd, Streatham Jan12 Coward «Cv, Mincing In 
WILSON, ELIZs, Egremont, Che-ter Jan3l A.sop & Co, Liver 


| WRIGHT, SARAH JANE, Southampton Jan 14 siephens& Locke, Southampton 


London Gaze'te—TUESDAY, Dec. 16. 
ADLARD, Loursa, Brighton Jan 1 Jones & Son, Old bidg-, Lincoln's inn 


| AVERY, THOMAS, Tenterden, Kent, Plumber Jan 23 Emanuel & Simmonds, Fins- 


bury cir 

BERSI, STAMI, Manchester, Merchant Jan 27, Boote & Co, Manchester 

BEXF ELD, WILLIAM S(EPHEN, Burton rd, Brixton, Variety Artiste Jan 25 Irelaud, 
Cromwell House, Surrey st 


| BILLAM, SAMUEL, Vrontiel:, Derby Jan 31 Lucas & Lucas, Sheffield 


BORRADAILE, VINCENT GAWAIN, Ampthill sq Dec 31 Marsh, Railway apprvach, 
London Bridze 

BRIDGER, FRANCES RoacH, Freemantle, Southampton Jan 3) Paris & Co, South- 
ampton 

BRITTAIN, HENRY, Edzbaston, Birmingham, Carrige Window Manufacturer Jan 17 
Grook & Monk, B.:mingham 

Brown, JAMES, Gri'fit istown, Mon Fitter Feb 20 Bythway & Son, Pontypool 

Cook, EMILY, ihurleigh 1d, Clapsam Febi16 As ley & Co, Frederick's pl, Old 


Jewry 


| COWDELL,S PHIA, Louth Febl Gale & Easton, Hull 


REWDSON, GERTRUDE +-WENDOLEN BEVAN, Wovurn Sands, Bedford Jan24 Water- 
hous» & Co, New ct, Carey st 
Cross, GEORGE EDWIN, Smethwick, Staffs, Steeple Jack Jan 10 J & L Clarke, 
Sm -thwick 
Davi D, JANE, Henllys, Mo. Dec 30 L+ybourne, Newport, Mon 
DAVIES, SARAH SELENA, Cothams, Bris o Jan 30 Bevan «& Co, Bristol 


| VAYKIN, GRaCk, New Lento», Nottingham Jan7 Atxin & Cooper, Wheeler gate, 


Nottin:nam 

er ~ JAMES /OHN, King st, Caeapside, Chartered Accountant Jan 23 Trinder & 
Co, Leadenhall st 

paver, FLORENCE LOUISA, Belsize sq Dec3i Burrell, Bucklersbury 

DIMMOCK, Josers, Cradiey Heath, Staffs Dec 23 Cooksey & Co, oid Hill, Staff 
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gi PALMER, Right, Hos GEORGE WILLIAM, Satieten Wow, nr Newbury Jan 24 Water- 


DvuKE, THOMAS OSTLER, Hast Cowes,I[ of W Jan 31 Bailey, jun, Newport, I of W 
FELTHAM, Henrk\ JOHN, Kenilworth, Cape of Good Hope, south Africa Keb12 Coward 


& Co, Mincing In 
GODDARD, HANNAH, Blackpool Jan 20 Banks, Blackpool 


GREENLAND, JOHN, Peasedown Saint John, -omer-et Jan 31 


Norton 
Guy, ISAIAH, King’s Heath, Worcester, Commercial Traveller Jan 1 Hayward & Co 


Wolverha pton 
HAINES, FRANCIS, Reading Jan 12 


Hopsov, Mary ALICE, South Hampstead Jin 24 


& Sons, Thav.es inn, Holborn 
MANNING, DOUGLAS GECRGE, Wells, Somerset Jan 20 
MARSH, CHARLOTTE BELCHAR, 

therham 
MxO, ALFONSO, Bournemouth Jan 1 
MURFIN, GEORGE, Stafford rd, Kilburn, 
NETTLESHIP, EDWARD, Hindhead, Surrey, Surgeon 
Dalston 


chmbrs 
OAKRY, GEORGE MARK, Queen’s rd, Jan 381 


pvmt 


Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Dec. 12. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Beck, HARRY, Raskelf, Yorks, Farmur York Pet Dec 6 
Ord Dec 6. 
BERNSTEIN, A, Upper Clapton rd, Bcot Manufacturer 
High Court Pet Oct 21 Ord Dec 9 
BRANSON, GORGE eeny Barnet, High 
Court Pet Novl7 Ord vec 9 

BRUMPfoN, JOHN WILLIAM, “7 aes Blacksmiih 
Nottingham Pet Dec8 Ord De 

Copp, ALFRED CHARLES Coumse0on, “Shae Cross 1d, 
Banker High Court Pet Aug 7 Ord Dec 3 


Herts 


DUNNING, WI.LIAM, Novthallertoi1, Yorke, Joiner 
North alie:ton Pet Dec9 Ord Dec 9 
GARFIELD, RICHARD, .oedpenmaen, Pontyprid!, Pawn- 


broker Pontypridd et Nov 26 Ord Dec 8 
HILL, {HOMAS CHARLES, Dalston In, Daiston, Fruiterer 
Hig. Court Pet Dec 10 Ord Dec 10 
JACKSON, \iKORGE SAMUEL, Gilberdyke, Yorks, 
Kingston upon Hull Pet Nov 26 Ord Dec 9 
KNIGHT, WILLIAM, Astley, ur Stour or , Marke. Gardener 
Kidd-rmiaster Pet Dec 10 Ord Dec 10 


Farmer 


LAKER, JOHN, Southborough, Carmin Tunbridge | 
; ‘ t ; : | FIELDER, ADOLPHUS PARRY, sirmingham, Compsny Pro- 


Wells Pet Vec8 Ord Dec 
LEVER, F L, Helix gins, Brixton ‘hill, Jeweller High Court 
vet Nov 18 Urd Vee 10 


Mason, ARTHUR GaABBIras, Misterton, Notts, Tailor Lin- | 


coin Pet Dec 10 Ord Vec 10 
MILLS, HENRY GEORGE, Soutnsea, Hants, Draper 
mouth Pet Dec 5 Ord Vec 9 
PAUL, Lewis, Calstock, Cornwall, 
Pet Jec 9 Ord Dec 9 
PEARSON, ELLIS, Sheffield, Confectioner 
Dec 8 Ord Dec 8 
BERTRAND CHARLES, Capel St 
Suffolk, Biker Ipswich Pet Vec9 Uru Dec 
PHILLIPS, ALFRED, Seigley, Staffs, Cnain Man afacturer 
Dudley vet Dec9 Ord Dec 9 
RALPH, SIDNEY GEORGE, Felixstowe, 
ipswich Pet Dec 9 Ord Dec 9 
SALTER, WILLIAM, Ansdeli 
Court Pet vec9 Ord Decd 
SELDON, ‘ 8, Miucing In High Court 
D-c 


Painter Walsall 


Port:- 
Butcher 
Sheffield Pet 


Plymouth 
Mary, 


Draughtsman 


eumere, FRANK, Walsall, Pet Dec 9 
Ord 
SMITH, FRev HkEDGELAND, Abbeville rd, Clapham Park, 
Wine Merchant Hastings Pet Dec 9 Urd Dec¥ 


STAPLEY, —_— Buxted, Builder Lewes Pet Dec 8) 


‘rd Dec 
STEPHENS, WILLIAM, Trealaw, Glam, 
Pontypridd Pet Dec 8 Ord Dec 8 


Surer, FRANK WEST, St John’s Park, Upper Holloway, | 


Engineer High Court Pet Dec 9 urd Dec 9 
THACKRAY, HENRIETTA, Harrogate, Yorks York Pet 
Dec 8 Ord Dec 8 


WATERHUUSE, JoHN *ROGGATT, Whaleybridge, Derbyshire, 
Coach Proprietor Stockport Pet Dec9 Ord Dec9 


Sarjeat & Gosling, Reading 
HEDGER, EMILY, Uxbridge r!, Ealing Jan16 Trotter & Pat es on, Vic‘oria st 
~peechley, Dane: I n H vuse, Strand 
JONES, FANNY ELIZABETH, Clifton, Glos Feb 28 Lewis & Son , Wilinington sq 
KEEPING, HARRY JAMES, Thornton Heath, Surrey, Pawnbroker Jan 23 


Peacock & Son 
Mexborough, Yorks Dec 29 
O; penheimer & Co, Copthall av 

Jan 31 Greenwell & Co, Berners st 
Jan 16 Peters & Ellis, 


Phipos & Brown, 


| BREBNER, JAMES EDWARD, 


| HILL, THOMAS CHARLE-, Dalston In, 
JONES, JOHN, and JENKIN JuNes, Mifurd Dock 
rd, Peckham, Fitter High | 
Pet Oct 30 Ord | 


House Painter | 


house & C 


him 
READ, JAMES MARSH, 


Toatcher, Midsomer 


den sq 
_ SCHOLEFIELD, 
SCHOLES, ANNE HORN, 
Attenborough 
Liverpool 


Jacksoa & Jackson, gate 





Canterbury 
WERNGEK, Sir 


Guildhall Broad st 


WHITE, ANNIZ MARIA, Kenilworth, Warwick 
She wield, 


YATES, WILLIAM, 
Sheffield 


Finsbury 


Amended Notice substituted for that publish ved in the 
Londou Gazette of Dec. 5: 


SHEPHERD, GEORGE, Warrington, Butchers 
Warrington Pet Dec2 Ord Dec 2 


RE SEIv ING ORDER RESCINDED. 


EVANS, ARTHUR PgRCIVAL, Aldershot WGuildtoTl Rec 
Ord O:t 21 Rese vee z 
FIRST MEETINGS. 
Breck, Harry, Raskeif, Yorks, Farmer Dec 20at1l O% 
Kec, The Re House, vuncombe pl, Yor« 
BERNSTKIN, A, Upper Vlap.on rd, Booc Manufacturer 


Dec 23 at iz Bankruptey bldys, C rey st 
BEVAN, DAVID JOHN, Uors inou, Glam, Builder 
at 11.30 Of Rec, +, Queen st, Carmarthen 
BRANSON, GEORGE ey Barnet, Herts 
Banarup cy vides, U.rey 8 


as I of W, 


Garuener Dec 2zat z Off Rec, v8, tligh st, Newport, 
Lof w 

CODD, ALFRED CHARLES COLEBROOK, Charing Cross rd, 
Banker Dec 22 at 1 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 


CONRATH, JULIAS (THOMAS, Herue Bay, Kent. Dairyman 


Des 20 av 12.15 Off Rec, 68a, Casile st, Canterbury 
CRADDUUK, EvGAR HENRY, Swindun, Geut’s Outfitce 
Dec 22 at 4 Orf Rec, 338, Rege..t circus, Swindon 


moter Deze 2Z at 12.30 Kuskin chmbrs, 191, Corpora. 
tion st, Birmingaam 
GARFIELD, KICHARD, Pontypridd, 
11.3u 
Ponty »ridd 


Pawnbroker Dec 23 at 


| GJEKTSEN, GEORGE EMIEL, and JACOB FREDRIK CHRISs- 


TENSEN, Kings on upon Hall, Suip Chandlers Dec 2: 
at 11.3, 
Huil 


Grove, THOMAS EDWIN, Birminghim, Furniture Remover's 


Manager Dec 22 at 12 
tiun st, Birmingham 


Ruskia chmbrs, i¥1, Corp na- 
Dalston, 


Dec 2at.1 Bankruptey bidgs, Carey st 


+, Milford 


Haven, steam Trasier Owners Dec 22 at 3 Ou 
Rec, 4, Queeu st, . armirtaen 

KENDALL, FRED FRANKS, aud ALLAN KELL BINDLOSS, 
Birmingham, Mo.or mugineers Vee 22 a. 11.30 Rus 
kiu Chinbrs, (91, Corporatiun st, Birmiagham 

LAKER, JOHN, Southborough, Kent, Carman Dee 23 at 12 
Off Rec, 12a, Mariborough pl, Brig tou 

LEVER, r L, Helix guns, -rixcon bl, Jeweller Dee 22 at 


12 Bankrupucy bidgs, Carey st 


LEWIS & 50NS, jarustaple, House Furnishers De: 22 at 3 
94, di h st, barns ap.e 

Mason, ARTHUR GaABBiTAS, Mi.terton, Notts, Tailor | 
Dec 29 4.12.30 Uf Kee, 10, Bank st, Lincoln 

MUNRv, WALTER, Timberland, Lincs, Dealer Dec 23 at 
12.30 Off Kec, 10, Bank st, Lincoln 


PETTINGALE, BERCKAND CHARLES, Capel St Mary, Suffolk, 
Baker Dec 3 a: 12 Off Rec, 3), Princes st, Ipswich 

PHILLIPS, ALFRED, Sedgeiey, Svaffs, Chain Manufacturer 
Deve z2 at 12 Off Rec,1 Priory st, Dudley 


Cross In, St Mary 
Ropeuns, JOHN WILLIAM, T.unton 
KOUK, SUS\NNA ARAH, Limerston st, Uhelsea Jan 31 
Roscoz, EDWARD, Westwell rd, Streath«m 
JOHN, Birstall, York-, Grocer Dec 20 
ytham, Lancs Jan 7 
SuEMILT, KATE, Wolverhampton 
SPENCE, LEONARD, Cromer Jan 27 
1AYLOR, HoGH DARWELL, Nottingham 
WALKER, ALFRED JOSEPH, Lower Edmonton, 
| WATERS, ROBERT WILSON THOMPSON, Vompton ter, Islington 


JULIUS CHARLES, 


Manager RICHARDSON, 


Dec 22 
Dec 23 at 1 


Market 
| SMITH, 


Off Rec, 5t. Catue.ine 8 chmbros, 5t Catherine st, 


Ott Rec, York City Bank chambrs, Lowgate, 


Finiterer 


, New ct, Ca ey st 
PARKER KATE Aepor , Clif.on Br stol t 
Pe«aAkSoN, GEURGE ARTHUR, Nechells, Birminghim, Haulier 


Bush & Bush, Bristol 
Jan 14 Hayes, Birmiug- 


Jan 17 


at Hill Jan 31 Cook, Fdgware rd 
Baker & Duke II vinster 
Bond, Lower James 


jan 10 ' 
st, Gol- 


Jan 20 Walker & Co, Carey st 

Temp-st, Leeds 

Hall & Co, Manchester 

Hayward & Co, Wolverhampton 

Lennox House, Norfolk st 

Taylor, Shudehiil, Manchester 
Romain, Bishops- 


Jan 1 

Love ace, 
Jap 16 
Tobacconist Vee 31 
Jan 15 Mercer & Baker, 
Piccalilly Jan 31 Ingle & Co, Capel House, New 


King st 
Smith & Sons, 


Jan 24 
Silver Ferrule Manufacturer 


Stevens, 
Jan 30 


RALPH, SIDNEY GEORGE, Felixstowe, Draftsman Dec 23 at 
115 Ou Rec, 36, Princes st, Ipswich 

DAVID, Cas-te Hediagham, Es-ex, Cycle 

Ageut "Dec 23 at 12.30 Off Rec, 36, Princes st, 
Ipswica 

ROSSELL, HENRY DALLMAN, Nottingham, Blouse Maker 
— 22Zat 12 Off Rec, 4,Castie pl, Pack st, Novting- 
lam 

RUSSELL, W W D, Chatsworth av, Wimbiedon 
1l 182, York rd, Westminster Bri :ge rt 

SALTER, WILLIAM, Ansiell rd, Peckham, Fitter 
ac ll Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 


Dec 22 at 


Dec 23 


SELDON, H 3, Mincing ln Dec 23 at 1 Bankruptcy 
blugs, Care, st 
SHELDON, FRANK, Walsall, Painter Dec 23 at 12 Off 


Kec, 30, Lichfield st, 
SMITH, FRED HEDGELAND, 
Wine Merchant Dec 23 
borough pl, Brighton 
HENRY PINLOcT MATHER, Bexhill Dec 
Off Rev, 124, Marlboru.gh pl, Brighton 
STAPLEY, FKANCIS, Buxte |, Sussex, Builder 
Utf Rec, 124, Mariboro .gh pl. Brighton 
STEPHENS, WILLIAM, Trealaw. Glam, Huose Painter Dec 
23 at 11.15 Of Rec, St Catnerine’s chmbrs, 8t Cath- 
eri .e 8 , Pontypridd 
SUTER, FRANK WEsT, St John's pk, Upper Holloway, 
Engineer Dec 23 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey 
st 


Wolverhampton 
Abb ville rd, 
at3 Off Rec, 


Clapham Park, 
124, Marl- 


23 at 2.30 


Dec 23 at 1.30 


THACKRAY, HENRIETTA, Harrogate, Yorks Dec 23 at 3 





otf Ree, Toe Red touse, Vunco nbe pl, York 
WHITELKGG, WILLIAM, Moses siate, nr Bolton, Carrier 
Dec 224t 11,30 Off Re-, 19, Excnange st, Bolton 


ADJUDICATIONS., 


ADCOCK, EDWARD PERCY, Thurmaston, Leicester, Cattle 
Veaier Leicester vet Oct 27 Ord Dec 9 

BANHAM, GEORGE, Market pl, Acton, Baker 
Pet Vet z Ord Dec 9 

GECK, Hanky, Raskelf, Yorks, Farmer York 
Ura Dec 6 

BEKNSTELN, AKTHUR, 


High Court 
Pet Dec 6 


Upper Clapton rd, Boot Mannfac- 


turer High Court Pe. Uct 21 Ord Dee lu 
SKUMPION, JOHN WILLIAM, Leuton, Lincs, Blacksmith 
Svtlinguam Pet Doc 8 Urd Docs 
OURKELL, SENEST OBERT, Norwich, Baker Norwich 


Pet Uct 20 urd Dec 9 
CUAPLIN, JUHN, Bartie.t’s bldgs, Holborn 
Court Pet Nuv 4 Urd Dee 10 
VUNNEaG, WILLIAM, Northallerton, Yorks, Joiner North- 
avervon rev Dee vy ord vec ¥ 
FARWKuL, JAMES, Sumerford, nr Christchuch, Hants, Far- 
mer Povle rev Nov 20 Ord Dec s 
GARFIELD, MIVHARD, Pontypridd, Pawnbroker 
pridd Pet Nov 26 OUrd Dec 10 
GLAsBY, HOMAS, Lound, Notts, Innkeeper 
NuV3S Ord Dee 4 
HILL, THOMAS CuARLEe 
Hyh Co.we Pet Vee 10 
HOGHKs, MARGAREL JANk, 
Pet Nov 5 Urd Dec 8 


Circus High 


Ponty- 


Lincoln Pet 


Dalston In, Dalston, Fruiterer 


Ord Dee iv 


Aberystwyth Aberystwyth 











THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 


24, 


FUND, LIMITED, 


MOoOORGATE STHREET, LOomMDow, 


ESTABLISHED IN 1890. 


LICENSES INSURANCE. 
SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS. 
Upwards of 750 Appeals to Quarter Sessions have been conducted under the direction and supervision of the Corporation. 
Suitable Clauses for insertion in Leases or Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settled by Counsel, will be sent on 


application. 


The Corporation also 


POOLING INSURANCE. 
insures risks in connection with FIRE, CONSEQUENTIAL LOSS, 


BURGLARY, WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION, FIDELITY CUARANTEE, THIRD PARTY, &o., under 


a perfeoted Profit-sharing system. 


APPLY FOR PROSPECTUS. 





£66 





THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. Dec. 20, 1913. 








Jackson, Grorce SAMUEL, Gilberdyke, Yorks Farmer 
Kingst n upon Hurl Pet Nov 26 Ord Dec 10 

Jongs, Jons, and Jenais Jonns, Milf rd Docks, Mi.ford | 
Ha.en Steam trawl r Owners P.mbroke Dock Pet 
Dec 1 Ord Dec 9 

Kino, ALFRED H+ RBBRT, Rowfant rd, Balham Wand:- 
worth Pet Nov7 Ord Decs 

KNIGHT, WILLIAM, Astey, nr Stourport, Market Gar 
dener Kidderminster Pet Dec lv urd Dec 1) 

Laken, JOHN, Sout.iborvugh, Kent, Carwen 
Wells Pet Dec8 ‘rd Vec8 

LgiTao, LOUIS Poca., M snchester 
28 Ord Dee i0 

Lory, Evwarp, Huddersfield, 
Pet Dec 1 Ord Dee 8 

Mason, ARTHUR GaABBITAS, Misterton, 
Lincoln Pet Vec lu Ord Dec 10 

Mortos, THOMAS, Hoxton, Tneatre Proprietor 
Court Pet Oct 24 Ord Dec v 

NICHOLLS, J, Margate, Builder 
Ord Dec 10 

PavuL, Lewis, Calstock, Cornwall, 
Pet Dec 9 Ord De-¥ 

PEAC.CK, NUGENT PaSHLEY, Duke st, St James's 
Court Pet Oct 2 urd Decy 

PRARSON, ELLIS, Sheffie d, Coniectioner 
Dec 8 Ord Dec 8 

PR&TTINGALE, BERTRAND CHARLES, Capel 8t Mary, Suffolk, 
Baker Ipswich Pot Dec? Od Dec9 

PHILLIPS, ALFRED, Sedgley, Staffs, Caain Manufacturer 
Dudiey Pet Dec® Urd Dec y 

Prestep, Henay Gsoror, St John’s pk, Holloway, 
Electrical Engineer High Court Pet Aug 23 Ord 
Dec 10 

RALPH, SIDNBY GEORGE, Felixstowe, Draftsman 
Pet Dec 9 Ord Dec 9 

SauTerR, WILLIAM, Ansdell rd, 
Vourt Pet Dec 9 Ord Dec 9 

SHANKLAND, ROBERT ROBERTSON, and JOHN HAMILTON 
SHANKLAND, Leadenhall st, shipbrokers Hig. Court 
Pet Sept 25 Ord Dec 10 

SHELDON, PRANK, Walsail, Painter 
Ord Dec 9 

SMITH, FRED UEDGELAND, Abbeville rd, Clapham Park, 
Wine Merchant Hastings Pe. Dec O:d Dec? 

Smitm, Geores, Liantwit Major, Glam, Ironmonger 
cardiff? Pet Oct lu Ord Decg 

STAPLEY, FRANcis, Buxted, Sussex, Builder Lewes 
D.cs Ord Dec 8 

STEPHENS, WILLIAM, Trea'aw, 1h 
Youtypridd Pet De. 8 Ord Dec 8 


Manchester Pet July 
Designer 
Notts, Tailor 
High 
High Court Pet Oct 2 
Butcher Piymouth 
High 
Sheffield Pet 


Ipswich 
Peckham, Fitter High 


Walsall Pet Dec 9 


Pet 


House Painter 


SuTER, FxANK West, St John's pk, Upper Melloweg, 
Kogiueer Dc 

THACKRAY, 
Ord Dec 8 

WATERHOU -E, JOHN FRogGArTT, Whaleybridge, Derbyshire, 
Covwh Pr »prietor Stovkport Pet Dec9 Ori Dov 9 


Amended Notice substitated for that published in the 


High Court Pet Dec9 Ord 


Hesrigtta, Harrogate York Pet Dec 8 


Londun Gazette of Nov 14 


BLUMENTHAL, HYMAN Lewis, Sheffie d, General Merchant 
Sheffield Pet Uct16 Ord Nov 11 


Amended Notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of Dec 5 : 


SHEPHERD, Gores, Warrington, Butcher's 
Warrington Pet Dec 2 Ord Dec 2 
Lon ion Gazette--TUESDAY, Dec 16. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
ASPDEN, FRED®RICK, Darwen, Quarryman 
Pet Dec 11 Ord Dee 11 
ATKINSON, JOHN WILIAM, 
Pet Dec 11 Ori Dee Ll 
BARKER, ARCHIBALD, Southport, Woollen 
Manchest-r ‘et Novis Ord Dec 1! 
Bicxerton, Joun THomas, Alford, Lines, Grocer Boston 
Pet Dec 13 Ord Dec 13 
BLASHILL, HERBERT JOHNSON, Flamborough, 
searborough PetDer 13 Ord Dec 13 
BOWMAN, WILLIAM CHRISTOPHER, =pring gdos, pr Lan 
chester, Dorham, Farmer Durheom Pet Dec 12 Ord 
Dee 12 
CAMPION, CHARLES, Grantham, Farmer 
Nov 18 Od Dec 12 
DANIELS, JOSEPH, Streneall, 
Dec 11 Ord Vee 11 
De ROuwa, Lviet, Manchester, Organ Dealer 
Pet Dec 11 Ord Dee 11 


Manager 


Blackburn 
Leeds, Chimney Sweep LeeJs 


Merchant 


Painter 


Nottingham Pet 
Yorks, Caterer York Pet 


Manchester 


Tunbridge | 


Huddersfield | 


EDMUNDS, REGINALD GuorGeE, Saltley, Birn.ingham, Bullder 
Birmin:ham ret Uct i6 Ord Der ll 
| FAY, «HoMas, Argyle pl, Costume Manufacturer High 
Court ret Dec id Od lee ls 
| GERKEN, 3, and + “HRI#K Manchester av, Fur and Skin 
| Merchants High Vourt Pet Nov 2% Ord Dec 12 
| GIDEON, MELVILLE J, Savoy Hotel, Strani H gh Court 
| Pet Nov 21 Urd Dee 12 
GILL Bos, City rd, Motor Accessories Dealers High 
Court Pet Nov27 rd Decl2 
Hg#INze, ALFRED JAMES, Lymi:gton av, Wood Green 
High Court Pet Dec 12 Ord Vec 12 
HUGHES, GavRGe HENRY, Beck -nbem, Kent Mechanical 
Engineer High Court Pet Dec 12 urd Dev 12 
HUG«BS, SAMURL, Penygraig, Glam, Collier Pontypridd 
Yet Dec ll Oru Dec ll 
| JARDINS, CECIL ALBERT, Holt, Norfolk, Horticultural 
Expert Norwich tet Deci3 Ord Dec 13 
JONEs, RICHARD, Lliantysilio, Denbign, Farmer 
Pet Dec ¥ Ord Dee 9 
JUNIPER, RoBert KeRrRison, Norwich, Coal Merchant 
Norwich Pet Decll Ord Dec 11 
KERR, JOHN, St Juha’s Chapel, Durham Durham Pet 
Nov 22 Ord Dee ll 
KING, HENRY HAMILTON, Harrow St Albans Pet Dec 12 
Ord Dec 12 
KIRKLAND, WILLIAM, Matlock, Derby, Plumber Derby 
Pet Dec2 Ord Decl: 
NasH, THOM4As OXLkY, Plymouth, 
Ageut Plymvuto Pet Dec 12 


Wrexham 


Produce Commission 
Wrd Dec 12 


Pearce, W, High Holborn, Amusement Director High 


Court Pet Oct 10 Uru Dee 1) 

REARDEN, JAMES SINCLAIR, Norbury, Surrey Croydon 

} Pet Aug 1 urd Dec 11 

RIcE, CHARLES LAKE, Bristol, Builder Bristol 
Ord Dee Lt 

RICHARDSON, H A, St James st High Court Pet June 24 
O.d Nov 3 

SCHMITT, C A, Leadenhall st High Court Pet Nov 14 
Ord Vec 11 

SMITH, Capt CUTHBERT FAIRBANK, 
Coart Pet Oct 22 Ord Dee 11 

STEED, ARTHU& EvWARD, Ipswich, Baker Ipswich Pet 
Dec li Ord vee lL 


Pet Nov 21 


Whitehall 


High | Barker, ARCHIBALD, 





STRONG, AYLMER CECIL, Wimbledon, Surrey, Publisher | 


High Vourt Pet »sov 18 Ord Dec ll 
WETHERELL, MakyY AGNES, Leeds Leeds 
Urd weve 10 


Pet Nov 26 | 


WHITABREAD, FREDERICK, Crawley, Sussex, Cycle and | 


Motor Dealer 

WIG@, THOMAS CARTER LANCELOT, Snoe In 
Pet Nov 14 urd Dec ll 

WILKINSON, ELIsaa, Barnsley, General Dealer Barnsley 
Pet Dec lt Ord Dee il 

WRIGHT, G, Oxford st, Commission Agent’s Clerk High 
Court Pet Nov13 Ord Dec 11 


FIKST MEETINGS. 


ATKINSON, JOHN WILLIAM, Leeds, Chimney Sweep Dec 
24atit Off Rec, 24, Boud st, Leeds 

BARLECT, JAMES EvWARD, Shetficld, Accountant Dec 24 
at lz Off Rec, Figtree ln, Shettield 

BRAUMPTON, JOHN WILLIAM, Lenton, Lincs, Blacksmith 
Dec 24 at lz Off Rec, 4, Castle pl, Park st, Notung- 
bam 

DANIELS, JOSEPH, Strensall, 
Off Rec, The Rei House, Duncombe pl, York 

Fay, (HOMAS. Argyle pl, Costume Man wacturer Dee 3) 
atl Hankruptcy bids, Carey st 

GERKES, 8, and S SHRIER, Manchester av, Fur and 
Skiu Merchants Dec 31 at ll Baukruptey bidgs, 
Carey st 

GIDEON, MELVILLE J, The Savoy Hutel, Strand Dec 30 at 
11.30 Bankruptcy bidgs Carey st 

GILL Bros, Cuy rd, Movor Ac essories Dealers 
atil sankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

HEINZE, ALFRED JAMES, Wood Green, Middix Dec 30 at 
1 Bank-uptcy blugs, Carey st 

HINDLEY, JOHN, Sheffield, Joimer 
Kec, bigtree In, sheftleid 

Hueues, GEORGE HENKY, Beckenham, Kent, Mechanical 
Engineer Dec 30at12 bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

HUGHES, SAMUEL, Penygraig, Glam, Collier Dec 30 at 11.15 
utt Ree, St. Ca. hermes chmbrs, Uathorine st, Ponty- 
prida 

JACKSON, GEORGE SAMUEL, Gilberdyke, Yorks, Farmer 
Dec 2v at 11.30 if Rec, York vity Bank chmbrs, 
Lowgate, Huti 

| Jones, RICHARD, Liantysilio, Denbigh, Farmer Mec 24 at 

12 Uiypt chmbrs, Uhester 


orgnton Pet Dec 12 Ord Dec 12 
High Court 


Dec 24'at 11.30 off 





204th Year of the Office. The 





\ 




















Law Courts Branch: 40, CHANCERY LANE, 


Oldest Insurance Office in the World 
Heap Orrics: 


FIRE OFFICE 
FOUNDED 1710, 
63, THREADNEEDLE ST., EC. 
Insurances effected on the following risks :— 


FIRE DAMAGE. 


RESULTANT LOSS OF RENT Aw D PROFITS. 
EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY and  PtRSONAL ACCIDENT, 
WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION, | SICKNESS and DISEASE 

including ACCIDENTS TO | BURGLARY, 

DOMESTIC SERVANTS. 


| PLATE GLASS, 
FIDELITY QUARAATcE. 


w.c, 





A. W. COUSINS District Manager, 


Dec 12 
| Brookes, CLAUD Francis Hooton, Carlisle 





Yorks, Caterer Dec 24 at 11 | 


| Kine, Henry HAMILTON, Harrow St Albans 


| Kwien7T, WILLIAM, Astley, nr Stourport, Market Gardener 
Dec 20at3 Lion Hotel, Kiidermiuster 

Pearce, W, High Hoiborn, Amusement Director Dec 24 
at 11.30 Bankrup.cy bidgs, Carey st 

PEAkSON, ELLIS, S.effielu, Confectioner Dec 24 at 11 
Ulf Rec, Figtiee lu, Sneflield 

REARDEN, JAMus SINCLAIR, Nurbury, Surrey Dec 24 at 11 
182, York rd, Westminster bridge rd 

RicH4RvsoNn, H A, St James st Dec 30 at 11.30 Bank- 
ruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

SCHMITT, U A, Leadenhall st Dec 30 at 12 Bankruptcy 
blugs, Carey st 

SMITH, Capt UTHBERT FAIRBANK, Whitehall Dec 31 at 
12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Uarey st 

STANYARD, FREKVERICK, Brampton, Chesterfield, Packer 
and News Ag nt Vec 24 at 11,30 Off Rec, 4, Castle 
pl, Park st, Nuttiagham 

STEsD, ARTHUR EDWARD, ipswich, Baker Dee 29 at 12.30 
Uff Kec, 36, P. inces st, Ipswicn 

STRONG, AYLMER CECIL, Wimb a Publisher Dec 30 at 
1. Bankrupicy bldgs, Carey 

WATERHOUSE, JOHN FRUGGATE, Whaleybridge, Derbyshire, 
Coach Proprie. or Dec 30atil Uff Rec, Castlecnmobrs 
6, Vernon st, Stock port 

WATSON, 'HoMAS, East Hurlsey, Yorks, Farmer Dec 24 
ati2 Uff Kec, Court chmuors, Albert rd, Middlesbrough 

WETHERELL, MARY AGNES, Leeds Dec 24 at 11.30 Off 
Rec, 24, Bonu st, Leeds 

WIiG6, [HOMAS CARTER eee Shoe ln Dec 31 at 11 
Bankruptcy bidys, Varey st 

WRiGHT, BERTIE, Sivsey, Lincs, Farmer Dec 29 at 11.30 
White Hart dute', Spalding 

Warieat, G, Oxford st, Comission Agent,s Clerk Dec 30 
at 1 Baukruptcy bidgs, Carey st 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


ASPEN, FREDERICK, + Soe Quarryman Blackburn Pet 
Dec ll Ord Dec 

ATKINSON, JOHN Wiutiam, seems, Chimney Sweep Leeds 
Pet Dee 11 Ord De 

“southport, ee Merchant 

Manchester vet Nov 16 Dec 1 

BICKERTON, JOHN L[HOMAS, Alford, 
Buston Pet Dec 13 Ord Dec 13 

BLASHILL, HEKBERT JO ANSON, cridliugton, Painter and 
Decorat .r Scarborough Pet Dec13 Ord Dec 13 

BOWMAN, WILLIAM CHRISTOPHER, Spring gins, nr Lan- 
che:ter, Duruam, Farmer Ducham Pet Vecl2 Ori 


a Grocer 


Brighton 
P.t Sept 17 Ord Dec li 

DANIELS, JOSEPH, Streasall, Yorks, Caterer York Pet 
Dec ll urd Dec il 

De’ ROLLA, LvuiGl, Seen. See Dealer Manchester 
Pe. Dec lt Ord Decl 

EDMUNDS, REGINALD ; Saltley, Birmingham, 
suil er Birmingham Pe. Vet 15 Ord Dec iz 

HEINTZ, ALFRED JAMES, Lymingtou av, Wood Green High 
Court Pet Dec i2 Ord Vee 12 

HUGHES, GEORGE AENRY, Beckenham, Kent, Mechanical 
Kogineer High Court Pet Deci2 Ord Dec 12 

HUGHES, SAMUEL, venyeraig, Glam, Collier Pontypridd 
Pet Dec 11 Ord Dec 1 

JONES, RICHARD, Liancyeul », Denbigh, Farner Wrexham 
vet Dec 9 Urd vec® 

KENDALL, FRED FRANKS, and ALLEN KELL BINDLOSS, 
Birm nsgham, Motor Engineers Birmighaao Pet 
Nov 17 Ord Dec 

Pet._Dec 12 
Ord Dee 12 

LONGMAN, WILLIAM 11 & Albemarle st High Court 
Pet July 2i Ord Dec 1 


| NasH, THOMAS OXLEY, Piymouth, Produce  ecneneem 


Dec 30 | 





Age: it Plymouth Pet Dec 12 Ord Dec 1 

PARMéLES, WILLIAM Luts Davip, Weoctoane: mans, 
Great Smith st High Court Pet Uct 30 Urd Dee i2 

Rice, CHARLES LAK#, Bristol, Builder Briswl Pet Nov 
2. Ord Dee 13 

STEED, ARrHUR EDWABD, Ipswich, Baker Ipswich Pet 
Dec lt vurd Dee lt 

WHITEBREAD, FREVERICK, Crawley, Sussex, Cycle ani 
viovor Dealer Brighton Pec Dec 12 Ord Vee i2 

WILKUNSON, ELISHA. Barnsley, General Deal-r Barnsley 
Pet Decll Urd Dee 11 








AW.—GREAT SAVING.—For prompt 
payment 26 per cent. will be taken off the following 
writing charges : 
Abstracts i 
Briefs a eae 
Deeds Round Hand 
Deeds Abstracted 
Faull Copies 


PAPER.—Fooiscap, 1d. per 
Parchmenss ie. G4 t0 So. O& per cain. 


KERR & LANHAM, 16, Furnival-street, Holborn, B.C. 


BRAND’S 
Al 


SOUPS. 


Of all Descriptions. 
Finest Quality only 
Sold everywhere. 





BRAND & CO., Ltd., Mayfair Works, Vauxhall, S.W. 











